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Dear Reader, 

 

I warmly welcome you to this issue of ‘the Dialogue’. I have had the pleasure to co-

ordinate the work behind this edition, and so I sincerely hope you will enjoy it. 

 

As the first issue to be published by the 2019-20120 Dialogue team, we are proud of the 

resulting issue, and hope you will feel the same as us. Our main aim this year is to ensure 

that the Dialogue will bring different kinds of people, identities, and ideas together. We 

would like the journal and the topics treated to be accessible and comprehensible to each 

and every person that, by personal interest or by casual chance, comes across our articles.  

 

The choice of this issue’s main theme came as a natural result of our greater plan for the 

journal. We believe that by choosing Climate Change as a topic in an academic and politi-

cal newspaper, readers that are wary of the topic, or those that struggle to find a reliable 

source for their reading in the messy debate regarding Climate Change, could be given the 

possibility to understand a little bit more what is arguably the most significant crisis the 

world currently faces .  

It is in everyone’s interest to understand what stands behind the emergency created by the 

‘Climate Change’ phenomenon. Therefore, we believed it was also our responsibility as a 

platform, to give students the means to be informed of the political side of this matter.  

 

I wish you a pleasant journey in your reading. 

 

Best wishes, 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

Ottavia Conte Pastorella 

Editor-in-Chief, Dialogue Magazine 
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Dear Reader, 

 

Thank you for taking a minute to pick up this magazine, or to open it on an internet tab, or 

maybe even simply to peer over your neighbour’s shoulder, to read these words in the un-

folding pages. A lot of work has been invested into finding information, analysing said ma-

terial, and then transforming those ideas and thoughts into the legible format you have be-

fore you. A lot of work happened outside the edges of these pages and while that remains 

unseen, by you reading these pieces in front of you it shall not go unnoticed, and for that I 

am thankful. 

 

The Politics Society is dedicated to providing our generation with the tools to build their 

own opinion and this magazine is one conduit of that mission. When choosing the topic for 

the edition many factors come into consideration but one of the most important is rele-

vance. Climate Change is a term we have grown up with and one with which we are in-

creasingly confronted. It is also becoming a term thrown around so often that its extent 

sometimes recedes into the muddled background of our shifting world. This edition is 

meant to combat the indistinct and to clarify the magnitude of how our climate is chang-

ing. Importantly, we are including ideas on how personal habits and actions can make a 

difference for the better, so that you have the option of contributing more fundamentally to 

the fight against global warming, should you so wish.  

 

I hope you enjoy this edition and I would welcome any conversation sparked by an article 

in this piece or otherwise. Should you ever want more than words on pages, we would 

heartily welcome you to any of our events held throughout the year. It can be unnerving in 

a big city where voices are so loud to adjust the volume of yours, but we invite you to try. 

We encourage this, particularly, because when the goal is discussion and not confrontation, 

then we might see more conciliation instead of conflict, and ultimately, instead of division 

we would have dialogue.  

 

I hope to see you soon. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Katharina Fletcher 

President, KCL Politics Society 
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blue planet. 
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    By Lorenzo Ceppodomo 

 
In the past decade or so, Climate 

Change has played an enormous role 

in the political background of our 

lives. Long and intricate debates on 

the topic have been at the core of 

campaigns, either supporting or 

denying any scientific evidence on 

the factuality of such change, making 

the international political scene 

regarding Climate Change a rather 

chaotic one. 

While often the specifics of what is 

happening to our planet in this 

historical period are mere 

speculations of what may be the 

consequences of our inaction, the 

symptoms we experience today are 

undeniable tragedies that ought to 

be stopped (i.e. the Amazon fire, the 

destruction of glaciers at the poles 

and in mountain ranges all over the 

globe). 

To give some context, according to 

NASA, Climate Change is a global 

process predominantly  caused by 

burning fossil fuels, which  increase 

the concentration of “heat-trapping” 

Greenhouse Gases (GHG) in the 

Earth’s atmosphere. Such activities 

directly cause global warming, (global 

increase in temperature trends), 

fluctuating ocean levels, acidity in ice-

sheet dynamics in Greenland, 

Antarctica, the Arctic and glaciers, 

extreme weather events as well as 

changes in habitats and natural 

balances. Though 

research shows 

that variations in 

the Earth’s overall 

temperature have 

been present for 

thousands of 

years, since the 

Industrial 

Revolution,  the Earth has started to 

overheat due to increasing GHG 

emissions, proving humanity’s 

responsibility for climate change. 

Causation has been proven by 

demonstrating that the very 

emissions responsible for the 

Greenhouse Effect are the ones 

induced by human activity, namely 

Carbon Dioxide (burning fossil fuel 

for energy, transport and production), 

Methane (breeding livestock, 

agriculture), Nitrogen Oxide 

(industrial chemicals, fertilisers). 

Human-induced deforestation (such 

as the one incentivised by President 

Bolsonaro in the Brazilian Amazon) 

and pollution of marine ecosystems, 

also accelerate this process. Forests 

absorb CO2 and return oxygen to the 

atmosphere via the 

process of 

Photosynthesis, while 

marine ecosystems 

filter up to 50 % of 

CO2. Without either 

process, the planet’s 

flora and fauna would 

die. Moreover, a 

steady increase in global population 

implies an inevitable increase in 

production of goods and thus further 

emissions, making the cycle a vicious 

one. These are the symptoms of an 

“Global Powers such 

as the USA should be 

the main financial 

sponsors of Collective 

Action.” 
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imminent apocalyptic “calamity 

era” with grave repercussions on 

society: rising sea-levels due to 

melting polar ice may cause 

thousands of deaths, considering 

that 30% of the world population 

lives within 50km from coastlines 

and, in altimetric terms, 57% live 

on plains. With an ever increasing 

demographic, the changes in 

global temperature may also lead 

to conflicts for resources and 

subsequent famine, with the 

return of long-eradicated 

diseases and the rise of fatal new 

ones. 

While solutions that may prevent 

these increasingly disastrous 

variations in global climate have 

been developed and partially 

adopted in the past,  the 

question “Why Climate Change?” 

is nowadays a relatively easy one 

to answer. The issue is not the 

lack of research or data proving 

the tragedy of our global 

situation, nor that we have 

insufficient scientific remedies to 

reverse it. Climate Change 

remains an issue today due to 

our induced inaction and 

indifference caused, as always, by 

interests of money and power. 

Various governmental plans 

including The Mediterranean 

Action Plan of 1976, the Montreal 

Protocol of 1987 for ozone 

depletion, the 1992 FCCC 

(Framework Convention on 

Climate Change) agreement for 

the “stabilisation of GHG 

concentrations  [...] to prevent 

dangerous anthropogenic 

interference with the climate 

system [...] and allow ecosystems 

to adapt naturally to climate 

change” and the subsequent 

Kyoto Protocol (extension of the 

UNFCCC) have all contributed, 

yes, to generate some (alas, still 

insufficient) awareness about the 

topic, but have had little to no 

practical impact on the problem 

itself. The reason for this “missed” 

target is rather simple. 

Considering the fact that Climate 

Change concerns the entire 

planet, one should assume that 

everyone should be held at least 

partly accountable for it, 

regardless of where one lives. 

Therefore, the most natural 

response to the crisis should 

be  a collective action 

programme. Although several UN 

countries have already started 

working on what will hopefully 

become an International Regime 

for Climate Change, there are 

certain undeniable impediments 

to this shared responsibility and 

action-taking plan. Naturally, the 

first impediment 

is the 

quantification 

and allocation of 

responsibility: 

how do we 

establish who is 

responsible for 

what and in 

what measure? The global 

developmental and financial 

discrepancies make it so that the 

richest and most powerful 

countries on earth be the highest 

contributors to global warming 

through the innumerable 

polluting markets they control. 

Consequently, global powers 

such as the U.S.A., China, Russia 

and India should be the main 

financial sponsors of such 

Collective Action. However, not 

only are they boycotting the most 

important agreements regarding 

the environment (e.g. the U.S.A. 

refused to take part in the Kyoto 

Protocol), but they are also 

increasing their consumption of 

oil and therefore their production 

of carbon.  

Another argument against such 

collective action is that a 

reduction of GHG emissions by 

60% (the minimum required to 

stabilise climate change 

according to NASA) would have 

an upfront cost of approximately 

1 trillion dollars, with potentially 

severe global economic 

repercussions in the short run. 

Finally, according to Olson’s 

C.A.T. (Collective Action Theory), 

the larger the group in question, 

(in this case, the whole world), 

the bigger the contribution 

required of individuals to solve 

the problem. This is 

proportionally larger, thus having 

costs that exceed the benefits in 

the short run. As a side note, the 

situation is actually worse than it 

seems. We, as individuals, cannot 

count on one country or people 

bearing all of the above costs 

because of the 

practically 

invisible 

aforementioned 

benefits that 

would come 

from them. It 

seems, hence, 

that the near 

future dooming upon us is a sort 

of massive “tragedy of the 

commons”, where each country 

litters the planet on which it has 

defined its borders as if it were 

someone else’s responsibility. 

This is the reason “Why Climate 

Change?” is such an issue today. 

However, there is still hope for us 

and our home. New generations 

of activists are repressing anti-

democratic policies aimed at 

making the populous increasingly 

ignorant and unaware of the 

present problems that we face. 

Social media (with all of its 

downsides and its manipulative, 

propagandistic purposes of 

disinformation) is being positively 

leveraged to unite people (i.e. 

Fridays for Future) and increase 

collective awareness and 

engagement through NGOs, 

crowdfunding and other similar 

initiatives.  

So, after all, the real hope for our 

future is everyone.  
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Climate Change is, nowadays, one 

of the hottest topics of debate. 

Headlines of the likes of ‘The end 

is near!’ are commonplace when 

discussing  it. There is some truth 

in these statements, as argued by 

scientists in organisations such as 

NASA. The same scientists also 

claimed that ‘Even if we stopped 

emitting greenhouse gases today, 

global warming would continue to 

happen for at least several more 

decades, if not centuries’.  

The effects of climate 

change are global and 

researches have proven 

that unilateral action, 

although noble, is not 

going to be enough to 

adequately address these 

issues. Thus, it is only 

natural that the UN, as 

the largest intergovernmental 

organization, has become a leader 

in the fight against climate change 

by launching global initiatives such 

as the United Nations Framework 

Convention on Climate Change 

(UNFCCC), which is going to be 

the main topic of discussion in this 

article.  

The UNFCCC is dating back to the 

Rio Earth Summit of 1992 and, 

according to ‘Consilium’, it is the 

main international agreement on 

climate change. The ultimate 

objective of the convention is, as 

the treaty itself claims, the 

‘stabilization of greenhouse gas 

concentrations in the atmosphere 

at a level that would prevent 

dangerous anthropogenic 

interference with the climate 

system […] and allowing 

ecosystems to adapt naturally 

to climate change, to ensure 

that food production is not 

threatened and to enable 

economic development to 

proceed in a sustainable 

manner’. Currently, the 

UNFCCC has almost universal 

acceptance with 197 parties 

having ratified it, which 

inspires the following question: is it 

working? 

The UNFCCC sets out a general 

framework for multilateral action 

to combat climate change. It 

focuses on recognising that a 

problem exists and on 

encouraging states to create 

national agendas to solve it while 

reporting on their progress. There 

are, however, two other related 

international environmental 

agreements to the UNFCCC that 

determine a more concrete plan: 

the Kyoto Protocol of 1997 and the 

Paris Agreement of 2016.  

The UNFCCC recognizes the more 

developed and industrialized 

countries as the biggest 

contributors to climate change and 

thus, it places greater responsibility 

on them for managing the 

environmental consequences. This 

is reflected in the first essential 

element of the Kyoto Protocol, 

which establishes legally binding 

emission reduction targets but 

only for the developed countries. 

This means that for the second 

commitment period of the 

agreement, which began in 2013 

and ends in 2020, only 38 

developed countries are 

participating, corresponding to 

around 14% of the world’s 

emissions. While it is true that out 

of the 192 parties that have ratified 

the Kyoto Protocol, more than 70 

developing and developed 

countries have made non-binding 

commitments to reduce their 

emissions, big emission emitters 

like the United States, Canada, 

Russia and Japan are not 

participating as they either opted-

out of or never participated in the 

Kyoto Protocol in the first place. 

The second essential element of 

the Kyoto Protocol is the creation 

of ‘flexible market mechanisms’, 

which rests on the idea of 

emissions permitting trade. The 

idea is to stimulate green 

investment in developing countries 

and to bring the private sector in 

the fight against climate change. 

However, this system is not 

without criticism. The science 

regarding 

calculations of 

carbon storage 

and emissions, 

with all its 

complexities and 

uncertainties, is 

perceived as 

debatable. 

Furthermore, some accuse these 

carbon markets of providing a 

mechanism for rich polluters to 

buy their allowance to pollute 

while poorer countries are kept as 

‘carbon reserves’. Even more, 

there is a concern that the same 

market mechanisms that are 

expected to stimulate greener 

investment might impede it 

without further interference from 

the state promoting emissions 

reductions. 

When looking at the numbers 

from the report regarding the first 

commitment period of the Kyoto 

Protocol, published at the end of 

2015, the results are mixed. 

Globally, the gas emissions have 

increased but the 36 countries 

bound by the Kyoto protocol have 
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Against Climate 
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By Dimitra Grancharova 

 

“The success of Kyoto might consist more 

of chance of circumstances and relocation 

of emissions than an actual reduction of 

pollution.” 
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collectively decreased their 

emissions, with only 9 of these 

countries emitting higher levels 

than they had committed to. 

However, their success is not 

without controversy. An analysis 

of the numbers made by Igor 

Shishlov, Romain Morel and 

Valentin Bellassen has identified 

five factors that have artificially 

improved the indicators of the 

countries involved, thus helping 

them to achieve their Kyoto 

target:  

Surplus of emissions allowances 

(hot air) from the economies in 

transition resulting from the 

contraction of the economies of 

the Eastern block after the 

collapse of the Soviet Union; 

The non-participation of the US 

and Canada which exceeded 

significantly their emission targets; 

The global financial and economic 

crisis of 2008-2009 having a 

similar effect to that of the 

economic contraction explained in 

(1); 

Emissions trading systems and 

taxes; 

Carbon leakage due to the 

relocation of industrial activity 

from developed to developing 

countries. 

Thus, a concern emerges that the 

success of Kyoto might consist 

more of chance 

of circumstances 

and relocation of 

emissions than an 

actual reduction 

of pollution. 

Accordingly, it 

might be 

altogether too 

early to judge the 

accomplishments of the Kyoto 

Protocol. Nevertheless, it was a 

success in that it kept the 

conversation about climate 

change going and laid the 

foundation for the Paris 

Agreement. 

The Paris Agreement itself 

concentrates on keeping global 

warming below 2°C relative to the 

pre-industrial levels, focusing on 

the period after 2020. Currently, 

185 parties have ratified it. The 

agreement, however, is based on 

non-binding, nationally defined 

contributions which make the 

implementation of the treaty 

completely voluntary. The idea 

behind this is to offer flexibility to 

developing countries to adapt the 

demands of the Paris Agreement 

to their specific needs. 

Transparency and annual reports 

is what the agreement relies on to 

hold parties accountable. 

However, there are no established 

consequences for non-compliance 

with the agreement except maybe 

for public criticism. Whether this is 

going to be enough is about to 

be seen in the following years 

although it certainly did not 

manage to stop the US from 

withdrawing from the Paris 

Agreement. 

So, regarding the united action to 

fight climate change, the final 

situation is one where a small 

number of countries is obligated 

to reduce its emissions while the 

rest are left to decide whether to 

do anything at all. Almost no 

accountability in place except for 

transparent reports and 

evaluations and the expectation 

that countries are concerned 

enough for climate change.  

Yet, can we really expect anything 

different when we are trying to 

unite the whole world under a 

single cause? 197 parties have 

agreed to participate in the 

UNFCCC, this means a vast array 

of economic, political and cultural 

differences trying to be 

accommodated into a single 

agreement. Change in the 

behavior of the parties cannot be 

expected to be immediate or 

equal in such circumstances. Thus, 

the great achievement of the 

UNFCCC together with the Kyoto 

Protocol and the Paris Agreement 

can be seen in the creation of a 

framework providing mechanisms, 

help and encouragement for 

dealing with climate change for 

the countries willing to use them. 

Unity among countries is not an 

easy task even when it concerns a 

global threat such as climate 

change. But for now, even if they 

are not united in action, at least 

they are united in words.  
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For us, as species highly 

dependent on the resources that 

planet Earth provides us with, it is 

indispensable to consider any 

changes in our environment of 

primal interest. This includes not 

only scientists and politicians, but 

the general public. It is safe to say 

that the increase in the 

interest of people when it 

comes to sustainability is 

not only expected, but 

inevitable consequence of 

the problems we are faced 

with today.  

Today there is hardly a person 

who hasn’t heard the name of 

Greta Thunberg and her global 

revolution.  She became the face 

of a movement that represents the 

interests of the future generations 

and puts the resolution of the 

environmental crisis to the top of 

the agenda. This is important 

because it shows that there is an 

increase in the knowledge of 

people when it 

comes to 

problems of the 

environment.  

What is more 

interesting about 

Thunberg’s 

Fridays For 

Future is not so much the 

movement itself, because strikes 

for the environment have been 

around since the 60s. The 

noteworthy thing is the power of 

the message that it carries: “Why 

study for a future, which may not 

be?” Now the social group, 

responsible for the mass 

demonstrations, is not comprised 

of “some hippies” or social 

outcasts but of people who are in 

the prime years of their 

socialisation, the school years. 

Thus, a collective identity initiated 

by the youth is being formed 

around the eco-friendly way of life. 

Unsurprisingly, this happens very 

easily with the help of social media 

and the power it has on mass 

culture trends. It has a lot to do 

with how society changes itself 

from the inside. There is a change 

in what people perceive as socially 

good, appealing and desirable and 

it revolves a lot around 

sustainability. More often it 

happens that we see people on 

social media platforms promoting 

minimalistic lifestyle or vegan diet 

to cut their carbon print. Zero-

waste clothes swap, recycling, 

metal straws, DIYs instead of 

buying new products, are all things 

that are becoming more and more 

common. Now it is cooler to have 

an electric car, to live sustainable 

life and have a smart, energy 

efficient home, rather than sticking 

to the classic American dream 

from the mid-20th century based 

on buying more and buying 

bigger.  

The change of public opinion and 

attitude towards the problem also 

influences politics. As the political 

climate in North America and 

Western Europe turned to the 

right in the 1980s, environmental 

politics changed character. An 

opposition to climate change 

developed and many self- 

proclaimed sceptics stated that 

there is no actual proof 

about the detrimental 

effect that our way of 

living and consuming has 

on the Earth. For quite 

some time politicians 

ignored the issue and 

preferred to focus on 

revitalising the economy 

by outsourcing to 

countries in Asia and 

reducing production costs. 

However, today we can 

feel the social and 

environmental costs of 

these actions. Thus, 

people started educating 

themselves and 

understanding better the 

scale of the problem.  

9 

Living in a Social  

Revolution 
By Monika Rangelova 

“Even though we have 

reached the skies… we still 

cannot survive without our 

planet.” 
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Sadly, even in our time, the leader 

of one of the strongest countries, 

the USA, can challenge and 

oppose the fact that climate 

change exists. Nevertheless, this is 

becoming less and less common 

and a moment comes where even 

Trump can’t argue with the truth 

anymore and tends to address the 

issue more often. Another good 

example of this social change is 

the growing popularity of the 

democratic-party member 

Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and the 

approval she meets. This is due to 

the fact that she is younger than 

the average politicians in America, 

and she dares to challenge the 

vision of the good and old 

American politicians to bring a 

fresh perspective for what 

concerns important social topics. 

The growing impact of 

environmentalism can also be 

seen in the 

last European 

parliamentary 

elections, 

where a 

noticeable 

growth in the 

number of 

seats for the 

European 

Greens was observed. A reason 

behind why this is happening is 

not only the fact that the 

consequences that pollution has 

on the environment are becoming 

more obvious, but also because 

the green parties and the green 

movements have the advantage 

of being far more united in their 

demands, their ideas and their 

goals. This contrasts with the right 

and far right where a small 

nuance in the vision of what is 

good or bad governing, has big 

importance. In the context of the 

EU, the greens are more 

advanced in being united in 

diversity, developing an agenda 

not built only on economic and 

political interest, but on broader 

and bigger issues that can 

seriously affect the quality of life 

of many people around the globe.  

Humans share a deep relationship 

with the environment. Even 

though we have reached the skies, 

send people to live in a space 

station, far away from the comfort 

of our regular earthly town, still 

we cannot survive without our 

planet. The realisation of this fact 

becomes more common due to 

the vast amount of information 

that is available to the public. With 

the help of this information, new 

social norms are developing and 

concentrating on the preservation 

of the environment by influencing 

the political elite. This brings us a 

grain of hope of the future and 

for the abilities of humans to unite 

in the name of something good 

and productive. However, there is 

still a long way ahead of us. 
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Explaining the 

Inequality of 

Climate Change 

By Michael Head  

Overview: 

Climate change and 

environmental collapse are 

undoubtedly two of the greatest 

security threats facing 

international society today. 

Scientists at the University of Bern 

have concluded that the speed 

and extent of current global 

warming is unparalleled by a 

similar event in 2000 years. 

Despite this, the din created by 

these global matters has, at least 

in Britain, been drowned out by 

the asinine rumble of Brexit 

proceedings and domestic in-

fighting. The following articles will 

point out, through the lenses of 

international inequality, crime and 

migration, that climate scepticism 

or governmental inertia 

surrounding it, is self-defeating, 

not only for the planet at large, 

but also for the domestic security 

and legitimacy of nation states.   

                       

The connection between 

inequality and climate change is 

one widely discussed and, in this 

article, it will be used to reinforce 

the need for strong leadership in 

light of the 

emerging global 

security threat 

posed by systemic 

climate trends. The 

summer’s European 

heatwave 

confirmed what has 

been increasingly 

clear since 

the signing of the 

1997 Kyoto 

Protocol: swift and immediate 

action is needed to ensure that 

the damage caused by our 

changing climate does not 

become irreversible. Such 

sentiments are contradicted by a 

recent report submitted to the UN 

Human Rights Council in June 

2019, which outlines the risk of a 

‘climate apartheid,’ a term used to 

address the inequality between 

developed and developing 

nations in terms of how global 

warming impacts them. The 

report suggested that poorer 

countries are expected to suffer at 

least 75% of the 

costs of climate 

change despite 

the fact that the 

poorer half of the 

world’s 

population 

generates just 

10% of emissions. 

Climate intersects 

the structural 

poverty faced by 

the non-Western world; the 

unsustainable practices of the 

modern industrialised North could 

serve to undo poverty’s 

“The human impact 

of extreme climate is 

often underestimated 

and the vulnerability 

of those who will 

bear its heaviest 

burdens forgotten .” 
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reduction.   

The impacts of such inequality 

are well documented. A ground

-breaking report published by 

the Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change (IPCC) in 

Autumn 2018 demonstrated that 

a global temperature rise of 1.5 

degrees Celsius before the end 

of the century will result in 

poorer countries facing the risk 

of millions of premature deaths. 

Rising temperatures will greatly 

damage the economic security 

of the underdeveloped, with 

labour productivity lowered by 

extreme heat, not to mention a 

decreased crop yield which 

would reproduce the 

starvation that the UN has tried 

to reduce through Millennial De

velopment Goals and the like. 

The prescriptions outlined by 

documents such as the Kyoto 

Protocol and The Paris 

Agreement acknowledge these 

threats but do not translate into 

concrete policies, meaning 

major powers, namely the US, 

have had leeway to play the 

“sovereignty card” and establish 

far stricter boundaries regarding 

their responsibility in fighting 

climate change if such 

commitments are not broadly 

upheld across the Atlantic. This 

was  something demonstrated 

through US President Trump’s 

unilateral decision to withdraw 

the United States from the 2015 

Paris Climate Agreement in June 

2017, arguing against 

“draconian financial and 

economic burdens.”  As 

such, collective agreement on 

the nature of current climate 

trends is needed in order to 

redress the imbalance seen in 

state action being taken to 

mitigate it and the starkly 

disparate consequences 

predicted if no action is taken at 

all.    

  

In a time of burgeoning 

populism, it is becoming 

increasingly evident that the 

emerging security concerns 

surrounding climate change are 

also conditioned by key 

individuals who wield domestic 

influence. It is difficult to ignore 

the ill-defined stance taken 

by the Trump Administration vis

-à-vis climate change, 

particularly as it is one presaged 

by the international 

inequality facilitated by the 

capitalist economy it presides 

over and must maintain at all 

costs. In this instance, business 

interests appear to override 

scientific evidence. If Trump can 

still confidently argue that 

climate change is a ‘Chinese 

hoax’ established to negatively 

impact US export capacity, as 

he did in 2012, then he must 

consider China’s efforts in 

mitigating 

climate 

change a 

mere 

accessory 

to this 

charade 

rather 

than an 

attempt to 

protect its 

own 

citizens 

from the harsh impact of its 

polluting industrialism.   

  

If anything, this is demonstrative 

of populism’s assault upon 

nuanced policy. Focusing on the 

target of Trump’s bluster, 

China’s ongoing battle against 

air pollution means mitigating 

international climate change is 

in its own security interests. A 

highly circulated 2015 report by 

Robert Rohde and Richard 

Muller, a pair of 

American physicists closely 

associated with the Berkeley 

Earth Surface Temperature at 

the University of 

California, concluded that air 

pollution is responsible for up to 

1.6 million deaths per year in 

China, explaining the 

establishment of a “carbon 

market” in 2017, through which 

the rights to emit greenhouse 

gases are being sold, providing 

a financial incentive for Chinese 

power companies to operate 

more cleanly and sustainably. 

Surely, if China wanted to 

weaken US economic 

predominance through 

launching a climate change 

“hoax,” it could find simpler 

methods to establish it. Its 

recent policies are not 

scaffolding for a facade aimed 

at limiting American growth, but 

an acknowledgement of the 

threat current trends and 

predictions pose to China as a 

nation. Yet 

populism, 

immune to 

reason, blinds 

current 

policymakers 

in the White 

House. What 

should be 

clear is that 

the economic 

interests of 

the United 

States and China are interlinked 

with the progress made in 

mitigating climate change. 

Trump’s rhetoric may satisfy his 

national voter base but it also 

ignores this fundamental link 

and will harm his country both 

economically and 

environmentally in the long 

run.   

 The inequality global climate 

change is predicted to establish 

is one ultimately paralleled by 

an unequal distribution of 

power within the international 

system, something illustrated by 

“Surely, if China wanted to 

weaken US economic pre-

dominance through 

launching a climate change 

“hoax”, it could find simpler 

methods to establish it.” 

11: Explaining the Inequality of Climate Change 

13: Extinction Rebellion: Dangerous Anarchists 
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US-Chinese relations. Trump’s 

unreliable approach to climate 

change is one of many 

failings which has revived a state 

of superpower suspicion 

paralleled by late Cold War 

tensions. As such, the 

human impact of extreme 

climate is often underestimated 

and the vulnerability of those 

who will bear its heaviest 

burdens forgotten. The world’s 

superpowers, meanwhile, are 

quick to ensure a certain degree 

of autonomy on the issue, 

despite the fact it is themselves 

that have experienced record 

temperatures during the 

summer’s heatwave, leading to 

deaths in the worst cases. 

France, for example, recorded 

its highest ever temperature of 

45.9C in the southern village 

of Gallargues-le-Montueux, 

whilst the extreme heat sparked 

wildfires in Spain and claimed 

two lives. Of course, this cannot 

be equated to a particular 

state’s energy and climate 

policy alone, but it does 

reinforce the fact that climate 

change is a globally threatening 

phenomenon. As such, it is not 

time for the world’s great 

economies to pull 

their purse strings tighter but to 

accept that development occurs 

at uneven rates and superpower 

leadership and cooperation is 

still needed on matters of global 

security.   

  

Acknowledging inequality is key 

in fighting climate change; 

it must be a central focus in any 

discussion regarding it. 

Although explanation for our 

changing climate is 

atmospheric, its most brutal 

consequences will be faced by 

those with two feet planted 

firmly on the ground and often 

by those lacking the most basic 

resources required for self-

protection. According to the 

World Meteorological 

Organisation (WMO), the 20 

warmest years since records 

began have all been within the 

past 22 years. Perhaps more 

alarming is the fact that the 

years 2015-2018 make up the 

four hottest years on record. 

Indications suggest that our 

future environment will be 

increasingly unstable and 

volatile, leaving future 

generations, particularly in 

underdeveloped regions, 

exposed and at risk. Pressure 

must be placed upon policy 

makers to put global security 

and collective action ahead of 

state interest. If one thing is 

certain, it is that succumbing to 

populism and reigniting 

superpower suspicion will not fit 

the bill.    

Extinction 

Rebellion: 

Dangerous 

Anarchists or 

Peaceful 

Protestors? 

By Michael Head  

Walking across Waterloo Bridge 
was a somewhat eerie and 
disorientating necessity during 
the last two weeks of April. 
Rather than a flurry of buses, the 
bridge was gridlocked by an 
army of tents and Extinction 
Rebellion protestors. This was a 
central part of a two-week 
lockdown of various key 
locations in London in response 
to the “criminal inaction” of 
government surrounding climate 
change, as explained by Roger 
Hallam, co-founder of Extinction 
Rebellion, in early 2019.  Since its 
establishment in October 2018, 
Extinction Rebellion has had 
three clear aims: to expose the 
true nature of climate change, to 
establish a citizen’s assembly and 
to turn Britain zero-carbon by 
2025. Undoubtedly these aims 
are somewhat lacking in detail, 
yet they illustrate the clear 
conviction of the movement in 
altering policy and lifestyle in 
light of the immediate threat 
posed by climate change and 
environmental collapse. Since 
April, there has been a constant 
hum of dissent. More than 1,150 
protestors have been arrested 
and major roads and workplaces 
have been blocked in London, 
Bristol, Cardiff and Glasgow, to 
name a few places.   

This unprecedented level of civil 
disobedience in relation to 
climate change and 
environmental damage 
constitutes a threat to the 
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domestic legitimacy of 
governments unwilling to make 
meaningful policy changes. It is 
the opinion of this article that 
the protests initiated in April are 
not evidence of anarchism; the 
relative intransigence in 
government energy, 
environmental and climate 
policy ought to be criticised. 
Extinction Rebellion has set out 
to do this, without aiming to 
overthrow government 
altogether. As 
such, government should realise 
the domestic security risk 
created by such civil 
disobedience and do all that is 
possible to change its 
approach.   

Of course, it can be argued that 
the government has met this 
challenge. In June 2019, Theresa 
May legislated for a 
commitment to reach net zero 
emissions by the middle of the 
century, making Britain the first 
of the world’s seven major 
economies to do so. Despite 
this, protestors made their 
presence felt again a 
month later, blocking the 
Strand at the Royal 
Courts of Justice.   

There are a handful of 
key issues with May’s 
approach. Firstly, it 
pushes the commitment 
date back to 2050, 
leaving methods 
to actually achieve this relatively 
undefined and at the mercy of 
whoever finds themselves in 
power over the next 30 years. 
Secondly, it does not exclude 
international carbon 
credits, whereby a country can 
pay for cuts elsewhere in lieu of 
domestic emissions. This pushes 
the burden upon developing 
countries and does not reflect 
the global threat posed by 
climate change, something 
argued by environmental group 
Greenpeace. Thirdly, the 
legislation was clearly part of a 

last-ditch attempt made by May 
to establish some kind of 
positive legacy amongst the 
chaos of Brexit. Although this 
ambitious target is promising, it 
must be stated that it has not 
come without extreme pressure, 
from both Extinction Rebellion 
protestors and from within a 
hostile House of Commons. A 
public concession was needed 
to stem the disruption caused by 
the former and a relatively 
neutral policy needed to 
appease both sides of the latter. 
In a political environment 
saturated by Brexit, climate 
change was used to dispute 
claims that Theresa May had 
become a premier in office, but 
without power. More sincere 
and radical action is 
still needed however. Setting a 
target is a necessary first step 
but this does not give those in 
power time to rest on their 
laurels.   

If one thing is clear, it is that 
government inaction will only 
reproduce further unrest. In July 

2019, following the Extinction’s 
protest in Central London, the 
Met Police called for courts to 
pass tougher sentences for 
environmental protestors 
accused of causing “high 
disruption,” hoping they will act 
as a deterrent. The Met advised 
this would apply to acts of civil 
disobedience which verge on 
criminality and confirmed 900 
cases from the April lockdown 
were being progressed by the 
Crown Prosecution Service, 
despite the fact it is expected 
many of those tried will be 

discharged on the condition 
there is no repeat offence. 
Police, of course, had to ensure 
disruption was ended quickly 
during the Spring, but this out of 
proportion crackdown months 
after risks stoking further 
animosity between protestors 
and the authorities. Indeed, 
members of Extinction Rebellion 
see an appearance in court as 
an opportunity to further stress 
the need for a radical overhaul 
of current environmental policy. 
Government should realise that 
conceding to these calls is not a 
sign of weakness, rather 
evidence-based policy making in 
action.  

At a time of policing deficits, 
rising knife crime and an already 
overstretched criminal justice 
system, targeting those 
concerned by the prospect of 
complete environmental 
collapse and their right to 
peaceful protest, circumvents 
and ignores the underlying 
solution to this problem. As it 
currently stands, the British 
government has failed to take 
radical, far reaching action 
beyond setting this new 
emissions target. As such, 
frontline policing has been 
further drained by the Summer’s 
climate protests. This will be 
further demonstrated in 
October, when the movement’s 
next mass protests will coincide 
with the deadline for Britain’s 
exit from the European Union. 
Ultimately the onus must land 
on our Government given that 
their slow approach to our 
changing environment, much 
like other G7 nations, has 
legitimised the actions of 
protestors. As such, the nation’s 
largest police force should not 
be relied upon to suppress non-
violent environmental protest, 
whilst government is well 
positioned to prevent it.   

Extinction Rebellion will continue 
to make headlines, not just 

“As it currently stands, the 

British Government has 

failed to take radical... 

action beyond setting [a] 

new emissions target.” 
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because of the celebrity support 
it has garnered, but because its 
members demonstrate the 
growing threat posed by the 
destruction of our environment, 
to which government currently 
either cannot or will not properly 
respond. Labelling them as 
delinquent hippies or dangerous 
anarchists does little to help. 
Criticism of those who want to 
initiate change should be 
followed by more constructive 
suggestions of how protestors 
can use fewer damaging 
methods to 
secure their 
aims. 
Conservative
-leaning 
commentary 
often forgets 
this through 
framing 
protestors, 
like those 
seen in April 
on Waterloo Bridge, as public 
enemies. One can only hope 
that such analysis becomes 
more inward looking, as 
government must now take hold 
of our environmental crisis with 
two firm hands and apply to it 
the same vigour consistently 
dedicated to Britain’s departure 
from Europe.    

Fleeing For 

Safety: The 

Link Between 

Our Changing 

Climate and 

Migration 

By Michael Head  

Given the increasing precedence of 
jingoistic anti-immigration politics in 
the Western hemisphere, 
particularly in the shape of Trump’s 
pledge to “build a wall,” and an 

increasing number of forced 
migrants from extreme regions 
such as the Sahel, climate change 
must be integrated far more 
thoroughly into our understanding 
of global migration patterns. 
Centrally, those states pursuing 
stringent border policies would be 
far better served by leaders who 
recognise climate change as a key 
factor behind the increasing 
number of migrants and refugees 
trying to enter their countries in the 
first place. There is also scope to 
introduce the term “climate 
refugee” into international 
discourse, where currently there is 

limited 
protection for 
those forced 
from their 
homes due to 
environmental 
degradation.  

To outline the 
startling 
correlation 
between 
climate change 

and migration, it is worth referring 
to the research carried out by 
Professor Norman Myers. A well-
respected Oxford don on the 
matter, Myers estimates, albeit 
roughly, that extreme 
environmental degradation could 
leave 200 million climate migrants 
displaced by 2050. This alone is 
greater than the current total 
migrant population and in real 
terms would mean one in every 45 
people will have been driven from 
their homes at the hands of climate 
change by the middle of the 
century. The extreme predictions 
issued by researchers - constant 

droughts, intense rainfall patterns, 
smaller crop yields, depleted fish 
stocks, widespread health problems, 
reduced ice coverage, rising sea 
levels and frequent flooding - are 
well documented. However, these 
physical impacts appear to be 
neglected by key states, institutions 
and organisations in their 
approaches to migration and 
environmental policy.   

  Trump’s pledge to build a border 
wall along the US’ southern border 
proves this. Trump’s xenophobic 
and lazy response to what he 
perceives as a border “crisis” is 
shocking, given that unauthorised 
migration across the US borders is 
at a record low in recent years. His 
short response demonstrates 
ignorance towards the growing 
threat posed to Central America by 
climate change and environmental 
degradation. As outlined by Myers, 
the effects of environmental 
degradation have begun forcing 
citizens north, to where the 
economy and workforce is industry-
based rather than agricultural. In a 
Guardian article, it is reported that 
the average temperature in Central 
America has increased 0.5C since 
1950 and it is projected to rise 
another 1-2 degrees before 2050. 
This suggests the guidelines of the 
Paris Climate Agreement will be 
surpassed in this region. Trump’s 
withdrawal from such a treaty is a 
politically charged and baseless act 
- it has created space for his 
generalisations of the Mexican 
population as criminal drug lords to 
linger in US media, whilst the 
environmental push factors behind 
migration are completely pushed to 
the side.  
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degradation have begun 

forcing citizens north, to 

where the economy is 
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Trump’s blatant refusal to accept the 
impact of climate change upon the 
region he scorns is self-defeating and 
ignores a root cause of migration’s 
build up. Furthermore, the cutting of 
foreign aid to Central America will, in 
the long run, contribute to worsening 
conditions for populations. This 
removes a safety net of 
provisions for things like drought 
mitigation and climate-resistant 
agricultural practices. Given the 
widely reported conditions of US 
immigration detention centres, it 
is difficult to imagine, beyond 
economic benefits, wider motives 
to leave for such a hostile 
welcome.  Climate change has started 
and will only continue to push large 
numbers of the Central American 
population to Trump’s America. To 
reiterate an earlier argument, Trump 
would be well advised to cooperate 
internationally on matters of climate in 
order to stem his fears regarding 
domestic border security.    

The EU was also exposed to the real 
effects of climate-driven migration 
during the 2015-16 crises. In particular, 
the Sahel region, made near enough 
inhospitable by desertification and 
widespread drought, is a notable case 
study in climate migration. Citizens of 
affected countries, including Niger, 
Chad and Mali, were branded 
ineligible for the kind of protection 
that would be given if they were 

fleeing war, dictatorship or 
persecution. Given that 80% of the 
Sahel’s workforce is based in 
agriculture, according to the Executive 
Secretary of the UN Convention to 
Combat Desertification, 
Monique Barbut, the extreme 

conditions precipitated by climate 
change do pose as serious a threat to 
this population as, say, the outbreak of 
civil war would. In response, the EU 
has established a $4.6 billion 
Emergency Trust Fund for Africa, 
aimed at addressing the root causes 
of displaced persons in Africa. 
Although this is promising, the 
scepticism of some EU member states, 
particularly those with hard-right 
governments like Orban’s Hungary, 
has raised concerns that the funds will 
be used to bolster border security at 
transit states in Northern Africa, Libya 
being a key example of this. As 
Trump’s border wall would, this 
traditional securitisation approach 
ultimately ignores a root cause of 
forced climate migration - land 
degradation - and compounds the 

suffering of those where government 
resources are drastically lacking. Put 
simply, an interminable quarantine will 
not solve the problem; resource 
sharing will.    

Climate change should massively alter 
the way in which we label and classify 
migrants. As the danger posed by 
climate change becomes increasingly 
difficult for world leaders to ignore, it 
is now a realistic suggestion that the 
term “climate refugee” be 
incorporated into the discourse 
surrounding this important 
intersection. The UN Global Compact, 
currently the world’s largest corporate 
sustainability initiative, with over 13,000 
participants and stakeholders over 170 
countries, provides a “protection gap” 
for people forced from their homes 
due to environmental factors. 
However, such migrants are excluded 
from the current global asylum 
regimen the basis of the 1951 UN 
Refugee Convention, which does not 
legislate for environmental factors, 
which were far less prevalent in the 
post-1945 era. This must be updated 
to match the current global security 
risk posed by irreversible climate 
change. Ultimately, the shortcomings 
and tardiness of international 
engagement on the matter of 
environmental degradation should not 
be burdened upon those forced to 
flee for a modicum of safety.    

“The matter of 

environmental degradation 

should not be burdened 

upon those forced to flee for 

a modicum of safety .” 
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Vegans: 

Delusional 

Millennials 

or Real- 

Life 

Heroes?  
By Alice Palmer 

 

‘It is undeniable to the eye of the 
average consumer and world citizen 
that, in recent years, the Veganism 
movement has vastly grown in 
popularity. Big food chains including 
Marks & Spencer and Pret a Manger 
have added vegan food ranges, 
Wagamama recently introduced a 
vegan menu, Pizza Hut has joined 
others in offering vegan pizzas, and 
last year Guinness, after two and a 
half centuries, stopped using fish 
bladders in its brewing process. The 

high street is adapting to the 
increasing demand for 
environmentally friendly cuisine at an 
impressive rate, and it’s 
making many of 
us rethink our eating habits for the 
sake of environmental protection. 
But is anyone going vegan actually 
going to make a difference? This 
article will explore the value of 
veganism with regards to policy-
making in our fight against climate 
change, review how this links with 
different governmental structures 
and the extent to which they are 
sensitive 
towards 
environmental 
issues.   
  
Anyone with 
any form of 
social media 
presence 
has come 
across the 
statistic 
suggesting that 
if all the world’s human beings were 
to go vegan today - or at this point, 
yesterday - we would remove the 
majority, if not all, of environmental 

problems that we face and possibly 
reverse the impact of our increasing 
harmful greenhouse gas emissions. It 
seems borderline impossible, 
though, that with the current 
mindset most people occupy, all 
7,000,000,000 of us would be willing 
to “turn” vegan. In fact, the notions 
of hyper-individualism in today’s 
increasingly capitalist, consumerist 
society align themselves with 
democratic ideals relating to the 
importance of single people’s 
opinions and right to vote. Sure, I 
can go vegan and reduce my carbon 

footprint, but 
what’s to say that 
my neighbour just 
loves bacon too 
much to do the 
same? This 
dilemma is also 
known as the free-
rider problem, 
whereby an 
individual fails to 
act in a positive 
way that will aid 

their community for fear that others 
would not take their share of 
responsibility in doing the 
same. Democracy is currently failing 
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to promote the sense of 
community necessary to come 
together and prioritise the well-
being of the whole, present and 
future. As epitomised by 
neoliberalist Margaret Thatcher in 
a speech at Downing Street in 
1980: “There is no such thing as 
society.”.   
  
The aforementioned free-rider 
problem is the eternal flaw in 
collective action as a means of 
solving policy issues. According 
to Mancur Olson, American 
economist of the 20th century, 
solutions to collective action 
problems become more difficult 
to organise the bigger groups are. 
On the surface, climate change 
may seem like it covers a huge 
breadth of issues. However, it is 
ultimately the result of the 
exponential increase in fossil fuel 
waste being dumped into the 
earth’s landfills over the past 
century. There are 195 countries 
on this earth: this is fewer than the 
number of members in the 
average fishing community (200 - 
2,000 members), which Olson 
offers as a perfect collective action 
sample size. It would therefore 
appear to be more logical for the 
world’s 195 governments to come 
together and consistently 
implement policies to counteract 
these trends rather than 
for Instagram influencers to 

publish vegan cookbooks and 
smoothie recipes. It must be   
far easier to organise 200 entities 
than it is 
to organise 7 billion people. It 
goes without saying, however, that 
our 195 governments have failed 
us in doing so and the ecological 
revolution will not come as a result 
of taking the top-down 
approach.   
  
In order to effectively address 
climate change, all states must 
contribute to the creation of 
aggressive targets on emissions 
and implement national policies 
that work towards those targets. 
Even though democracies are 
expected to be able to effectively 
tackle climate change due to the 
belief that they place a higher 
value on human life and are held 
accountable for reflecting and 
responding to the interests of 
society as a whole, evidence 
suggests that they by no means 
outperform non-democracies.   
  
EU countries, most of which are 
parliamentary democracies, have 
been relatively successful in doing 
their part to address climate 
change. They are the only 
countries to have adhered to their 
annual emission targets and many 
are involved in successful climate 
change agreements including the 
Mediterranean Action Plan, 

Montreal Protocol and the Paris 
Agreement. The United States, on 
the other hand, the world’s largest 
presidential democracy, is one of 
the biggest polluters and most 
unsuccessful implementers of 
environmental policy. Americans 
make up 4.5% of the world’s 
population, but consume a quarter 
of all fossil fuels. The US has now 
dropped out of the Kyoto Protocol 
(55 states, effective from 2005) 
and, despite Obama’s role in 
supporting it, the Paris Agreement 
(194 states, effective from 2016).   
  
Non-democracies are perceived to 
be less effective at tackling climate 
change for a number of reasons, 
mostly related to the fact that they 
lack liberal democratic values. In 
non-democratic systems, 
the populous have little to no 
influence on government 
procedures, and there are few to 
no repercussions for failing to act 
in accordance with the best 
interests of the people. The non-
democratic country most 
comparable to the average 
wealthy democracy is China, a 
communist dictatorship which 
operates with a capitalist economy 
and has recently experienced an 
extreme upturn in economic 
growth. China’s recent drastic 
increase in emissions is not wholly 
attributable to its own economic 
growth, but also its responsibility in 

producing 
western goods. In 
1990, China 
produced 3% of 
global 
manufacturing - 
over the last 25 
years, this has 
increased to over 
a quarter. China’s 
emissions per 
capita are still 
half of the USA’s, 
despite it being 
burdened with 
the 
manufacturing of 
products for so 
many other 
countries. 
Furthermore, 
China has been 
the biggest 
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financial contributor in a number 
of successful projects including 
the Montreal Protocol, to which it 
has made a grant of $95 million 
for other countries to more easily 
meet their first reduction targets. 
Though like wealthy democratic 
countries, China runs on capitalist 
economic practice and is 
dangerously focussed on 
economic growth, its “green” 
targets are integrated into their 
economic ones, meaning financial 
growth comes with increasing 
sustainability, which is more than 
our western democracies can say.  
  
In an authoritarian regime where 
the leader values environmental 
protection, as is the case in China, 
the ability to implement laws 
without contradiction is an 
advantage. Conversely, the USA is 
ran under an administration that 
denies the existence of climate 
change entirely and where the 
people are not propelled to 
exercise their democratic right 
to mobilise. I am not suggesting 
democracy is the thing 
obstructing us in our fight against 
climate change; after all, China is a 
unique example of a non-
democratic country and leaders of 
similar governments do not have 
the same priorities. The reality, 
however, is that democratic 
leaders do not regard climate 
change as a policy priority. 
Democratic leaders aim to be 
elected and aim for re-election 
thereafter, meaning the electorate 
is ultimately responsible for 
making sure their interests are 
reflected in government. 
Economic growth continues to be 
the main concern and voters 
are broadly speaking unwilling to 
sacrifice short-term economic 
gain for long-term environmental 
protection and higher quality of 
life. For policy priorities in 
democratic governments to 
change, the priorities with which 
the electorate cast their vote must 
change first.   
  
The solution therefore seems 
quite simple: we need to educate 
each other on global 
warming, emphasising the 
urgency required in effectively 

taking action, and mobilise as 
electorates in our respective 
nations so we may educate our 
governments. It is clear the top-
down approach has failed us. If it 
were up to everyone as an 
individual to go vegan in order to 
ensure the survival of our species 
on this planet, we would be very 
likely to perish at the hands of a 
climate change crisis. But the 
veganism movement has a great 
role to play in the education of 
our electorate. It is partially thanks 
to my new vegan friends and the 
avocado toast option at Pret A 
Manger that have made me more 
conscious of my role as a member 
of our environmentally damaging 
society. Not only is veganism a 
good gesture on a personal level, 
and arguably a morally superior 
one on an ethical level - veganism 
is raising awareness of this earth in 
crisis. It is the most long-term 
effective boycott of the current 
climate change inducing system 
on behalf of individuals. It could 
be an inspiring force for change, if 
nothing else. Herbivores, go forth 
and conquer!  

By Alice Palmer 

 

No other species has the 

capacity to affect the planet as a 

whole in the same way the 

humankind has, leading some 

experts to label us ‘custodians’ 

of a new era. The word 

“custodians”, however, could be 

interpreted in two ways. On one 

side, the unique scope of our 

influence as a singular species 

could suggest we have a 

responsibility to preserve the 

earth, or alternatively imply that 

we have power over it. On the 

other side, a concept known as 

human exceptionalism, emerged 

from the enlightenment period 

through scientists such as 

Francis Bacon, who believed that 

trying to explain the workings of 

the natural world using reason 

translated to gaining 

a direct control over nature. This 

attitude of domination persists in 

today’s times, setting nature 

apart from human beings and 

constructing it as something to 

be conquered by us. We have 

created the cures to diseases 

nature has thrown at us, 

prolonging our lives past what 

we were arguably built to 

survive. We have cut down trees, 

planted seeds where they 

shouldn't have been, paved over 

green pastures and bred other 

species of the earth in 

unthinkable 

conditions for nothing 

more than our own 

gustatory pleasure. 

We have built 

ourselves vehicles to 

travel faster than 

cheetahs, allowing us 

to venture into air 

and sea as well as 

land, and weapons to 

hunt more savagely 

than wild boars. We 

are all Frankenstein, 

the modern Prometheus.  

  

Several notions over the course 

of history have somewhat 

destabilised this view of 

domination, including the 

Copernican 

Revolution, Charles Darwin’s 

discoveries in “The Origins of 

Species”, and Ernst Haeckel’s 

Ecology. Haeckel especially 

sought to popularise the view 

that organisms do not exist in a 
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hierarchy, but rather they are 

interdependent. Though we are 

not the only species with the 

ability to reason, it is to some 

extent an indisputable fact that 

no other species functions 

beyond instinct as much we do, 

giving us the ability to make 

meaningful long-term choices. 

However, as the copious 

amounts of literature produced 

throughout our species' 

existence have tried 

teaching us time and time 

again, nature is stronger 

than us. We have 

overreached our natural 

capacity. If we continue 

doing so, she will win in the 

end. So the question then 

arises: how do we discharge 

this enormous responsibility, to 

ourselves, our future and the 

future of the planet we inhabit? 

The difficulty we find in 

answering such a question 

derives from the contrasting 

views held by different members 

of the global community.   

  

The survival of this planet is 

given importance, broadly 

speaking, on the grounds of 

practicality. Ideas about how we 

use the planet to improve our 

ways of life vary between 

different peoples. 

Environmental politics 

theorist Joan Martinez-

Allier draws a distinction 

between the environment 

viewed as either 

immediate life-support or 

as long-term life-support. 

The notion of the 

environment as 

immediate life-support is 

what Alier aptly names 

“environmentalism of the 

poor”. This expression 

highlights the fact 

that those whose 

wellbeing is directly 

influenced by the 

wellbeing of the planet on a 

local level, such as the 

cleanliness of their surrounding 

rivers and earth, are farmers or 

people of similar profession who 

rely on small-scale agriculture 

more to feed their family than 

for financial 

gain. These latter are more likely 

to be preserving the 

environment for the present 

generation and with sacred 

reverence for nature. In these 

cases, people are mobilized to 

action by the catastrophic 

breakdowns of their local 

environment that threaten their 

health and safety in immediate 

terms. This immediacy is what 

gives reality to the urgency of 

climate change, which some 

long-term environmentalists 

lack.   

  

The latter environmentalist 

notion recognises environmental 

problems but as distant in both 

time and space. Instead of 

concerning themselves with 

immediate issues, they focus on 

global warming and the 

accumulation and 

accommodation of nuclear 

waste. More importantly, it is 

distinguished from the more 

immediate perspective because 

long-distance environmentalists 

do not understand the impact of 

environmental catastrophe 

personally, for they tend to 

focus on the future generations 

of our species. Failure in this 

type of environmentalist action 

however does not result in the 

deterioration of health and 

safety for those taking action 

and those whom it concerns. As 

a result, it is far easier with this 

type of environmentalism to 

refuse putting current needs, or 

even mere conveniences, at risk 

for the lives of future 

generations. Because their 

health and safety lies in the 

future, rendering it impossible to 

feel the immediate impact of 

failures with regards to 

environmental action. The 

significance of such is viewed 

with a so-called “discount rate”. 

With increased time and 

distance from people, 

environmental concerns lose 

“The survival of this 

planet is given 

importance, broadly 

speaking, on the grounds 

of practicality.” 
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value, and a result momentum 

and drive.   

 We have difficulty answering 

the aforementioned question 

both due to the disparity 

between people in the global 

community, but also simply 

because our view of the earth is 

purely practical, or instrumental, 

regardless of the immediacy 

with which approach it. It is true 

that only instrumental value is 

necessary to begin acting in a 

more environmentally conscious 

manner. This instrumental 

outlook, however, is as much 

part of the problem as it is part 

of the solution. Because we fail 

to give the environment any 

intrinsic value, we only tackle 

specific environmental problems 

that we view as directly having 

an effect on us, present or 

future; a perfect example of 

humans attempting to exert 

power over nature. If we regard 

something as valuable only in so 

far as it is a means to our 

satisfaction, we have no reason 

to look after things lacking in 

instrumental value. It's hard to 

argue that all parts of the 

environment are useful to us, 

making parts of the environment 

"redundant", which is not 

practically viable. If some of the 

environment is important, the 

rest of it will have to be 

sustained for the sake of its 

survival. It is all interconnected, 

we can't pick and choose which 

parts to keep and which to 

discard; which ones to more 

negatively impact and which to 

exclude from the collateral 

damage caused by industrial 

production. Instrumental value 

of the earth therefore does not 

produce a full environmental 

ethic. Similarly, it would be 

viewed as morally wrong to view 

other human beings as merely 

useful to us because they give 

us the capacity to develop 

ourselves through socialisation, 

relationships, and division of 

labour rather than appreciating 

individuals for the unique impact 

they have on our lives and 

identities. The emotional 

connection between humans is 

what allows us to understand 

killing others as generally 

immoral and gives us the ability 

to grieve the loss of another. 

This way of valuing can be 

translated in the way we should 

see the earth through Arne 

Naess’ Deep Ecology. Shallow 

ecology is concern for "pollution 

and resource depletion", or the 

aforementioned instrumental 

point of view. Deep concern for 

the environment is concern for 

the environment for its own 

sake, often linked with Aristotle’s 

biocentrism.   

 We are being anthropocentric 

in arbitrarily placing the interests 

of human beings above those of 

non-human nature. This 

Anthropocene should not be 

marked by human-induced 

destruction of the planet but 

rather by a renewed 

understanding of the role we 

have to play as rational, 

reflective, long-term thinking 

animals. With the unexplainably 

large impact humans have had 

on the planet so far and the 

turning point it is approaching, it 

is understandable that humans 

be made responsible for this 

geological epoch. Let’s make 

sure it’s not the last.   

 

 

 

 

The Politics of 

Bread and 

Circuses: A 

Trade-off  

Between 

Prosperity and 

Sustainability? 
By Alice Palmer 

 

The road to sustainability is 
paved with numerous obstacles, 
including uncertainty in scientific 
and technological predictions, 
the power of national 
sovereignty, the influence of 
large corporations, and the vast 
disparities in wealth that exist 
between countries. People, 
however, are also simply afraid 
of tackling global warming 
because the changes required 
to effectively do so pose a threat 
to the idea of capitalist 
prosperity.  

Environmentalism aligns itself 
with specific political 
cleavages. Andrew Dobson, 
British professor of Politics, 
Political Theory and 
Environmental 
Politics, differentiates two 
hypothetical world-zones: global 
North and global South. This 
differentiation reflects the way 
the latter’s experience global 
warming. This article will 
predominantly focus on 
discussing what 
Dobson denominate as global 
North, which is represented 
by developed countries where 
capitalism is historically the most 
prominent economic and 
political system in practice. In 
fact, as American political 
scientist Ronald Inglehart points 
out, climate change is a ‘post-
materialistic priority’. What he 
means with this sentence is that 
such matter tends to 
be prioritised by countries and 
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people who do not face directly 
these so-called “materialistic” 
issues, as for example the provi-
sion of basic health and hous-
ing. The majority of developing 
countries encompassed by the 
‘global South’, including Mada-
gascar, Yemen and South Su-
dan, are suffering the immediate 
consequences of climate change 
without having caused much of 
it themselves.   In the ‘global 
North’, the current trend dictates 
that conservative parties tend to 
gravitate away from environ-
mental issues. British Conserva-
tive Party Politician and former 
Prime Minister David Cameron 
once commented “...all that 
green crap”, with regards to en-
vironmental taxing pro-
posals. More drastically in the 
USA, the biggest polluter and 
most ineffective actor in ad-
dressing climate change, the 
majority of Republicans go so 
far as to deny the negative im-
pact of human activity on envi-
ronmental decline altogeth-
er.   In an effort 
to compartmentalise the global 
emergency that is climate 
change, governments worldwide 
have designated departments to 
environmental concerns, making 
it far easier for them to be cast 
aside and considered separate. 
However, environmentalism 
should permeate every facet of 
policy-making. Environmental 
problems are interrelated both 
with one another and with other 
policy issues, thus if we seek to 
create change, as 
we probably should, environ-
mental consciousness must be 
an angle from which we seek to 
make all political and economic 
decisions about our countries 
and corporations. We, therefore, 
cannot draw up political aims 
with the ultimate goal of pros-
perity without taking into con-
sideration their environmental 
implications.   Yet societies of 
the ‘global North’ are currently 
far too focused on providing for 
the needs, or rather wants, of 
the wealthy. American President 
Donald Trump’s homophobia, 
xenophobia, sexism and denial 
with regards to climate change 

are written off simply because, 
under his administration, he cre-
ated jobs and minimally in-
creased GDP. Then what will 
happen in the next 25 
years following his administra-
tion, during which scientists pre-
dict we shall commence irre-
versible, cataclysmic environ-
mental collapse? Trump, 
amongst other world leaders, is 
merely temporarily appeasing 
the American people - as Ro-
man poet Juvenal would say, 
providing them with food and 
entertain-
ment: panem et circenses.   Ecol
ogical modernization has been a 
popular movement amongst the 
increasingly popular European 

Green Parties, aiming to find a 
compromise between the 
environmentally and 
economically oriented. 
It recognises the presence of 
environmental issues and argues 
that they can be solved without 
radical changes in our habits. 
Rather, it suggests that 
problems could be solved by a 
more effective application of 
technology, increasing the 
efficiency of industrial 
production systems by a Factor 
X, thereby reducing 
environmental collateral. 
However, we can only relatively 
decouple environmental impact 
and economic output. While 
with ecological modernization 
we can reduce impact per unit 
of production, we are still 
increasing the overall total 
impact on the planet. For 
absolute decoupling to take 
place, efficiency gains would 
have to be made faster than 

output growth. Scientists have 
found very little evidence that 
this could ever happen, so it 
seems unlikely that, as a society, 
we can maintain our 
expectations of industrial 
production whilst simultaneously 
solving the climate change crisis. 
To put it simply, constant 
economic growth requires 
constant growth in input. As a 
numbered people on a single 
earth with finite resources, we 
cannot continue to increase 
economic growth. It is both 
logically and practically 
impossible. It is, as a 
consequence, worthless for 
politicians to declare climate 
change ‘one of’ the policy 
priorities and inefficient for 
voters to consider themselves 
satisfied with such declarations - 
satisfied with being fed and 
entertained. The majority - more 
than half - of carbon emissions 
from fossil fuels have entered 
the atmosphere in the last 25 to 
30 years; that is in the period in 
which global warming was 
understood and governments 
were supposedly fighting it. 
Promises of environmental 
protection cannot and will not 
go hand in hand with 
accelerating economic 
growth. But we do not need to 
be so selfless as to shift our 
focus away from the prosperity 
of our species. Rather, we must 
re-evaluate our view of 
prosperity in our 
society. Fulfilling short-term 
goals should not be what 
politicians strive to do nor what 
makes them popular candidates 
amongst voters. Prosperity 
should mean sustainability, it 
should look long-term.The two 
aims are synonymous with each 
other: if we want to continue 
existing as a species, 
prosperously, there must be a 
radical shift in our priorities. The 
ultimate political and social aim 
of prosperity should first and 
foremost encourage individuals 
to think outside of themselves 
enough to include the survival of 
our species as a whole, both 
North and South.    

 

“It seems unlikely that,  

as a society, we can 

maintain our 

expectations of 

industrial production 

whilst simultaneously 

solving the climate 

change crisis.” 
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The Paris 

Agreement: A 

New League 

of  

Nations? 
By Thomas Sœrensen 

 

As the Paris Agreement talks 

concluded in 2015, optimism 

seemed to abound. From D.C. to 

Moscow, Helsinki to Doha, and 

Beijing to Canberra, people 

proclaimed that the first decisive 

step had been taken; climate 

change was on the retreat. This 

international agreement was very 

significant, as earlier treaties, like 

the Kyoto Protocol of 1997, did not 

cover developing nations that at 

that time were producing almost 

60% of emissions. Yet the 

optimism surrounding both the 

build-up and negotiations gave 

way to the grim contrast of the 

realities of the post-settlement.  

Today the climate situation is still 

worsening, even faster than 

before. The latest figures from 

IBPES, the UN-created inter-

governmental organisation on 

biodiversity and environment, now 

suggests that over 1 million species 

worldwide are at risk of extinction 

in the upcoming decades while 

carbon-emissions have risen 1.4% 

in 2017 alone. Yet, the agreement 

theoretically could make a change, 

with Brookings institute calculating 

that if the NDC’s (the nationally 

determined contributions to the 

reduction of carbon dioxide) were 

kept that by 2030 13 billion tons of 

CO2 would be saved. But the 

problem is that as it stands the 

agreement doesn’t work. With 

immense participation and scope, 

but also problems of coordination, 

leadership and accountability, the 

Paris Accord is looking like a 

repeat of the League of Nations. 

The problems in short are three-

fold: The current Global Economic 

System, the absence of global 

leadership and the lack of binding 

responsibility. 

The current unsustainability of the 

world economy is no secret, and is 

acknowledged both by the World 

Trade Organization and the 

Organisation for Economic Co-

operation and Development. The 

core problem of climate change at 

the international level is not a lack 

in technology nor competent 

administration. What’s truly lacking 

is financial incentive, as currently 

the financial reward of not 

participating are great unless every 

actor is on board. But with 

differing political systems and 

ideologies worldwide, a 

comprehensive standard global 

financial order is impossible. What 

we are left with is an established, 

though contested, Liberal Trade 

Order spearheaded by the WTO; 

with no time for comprehensive 

political change, this must be 

made to work.  

The WTO unsurprisingly believes 

that free trade is the solution to 

the problem. Even the most 

socialist of commentators would 
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have a hard time disagreeing with 

the fact that environmentally friendly 

production methods need to 

become more commercially 

available. The WTO is attempting to 

do exactly this; the EGA round and 

its reduction of environmental tariffs 

help in particular the booming 

environmentally friendly goods 

industry, an industry growing at 

twice the rate of its non-sustainable 

competitors. The WTO expects that 

removing tariffs will boost exports to 

developing countries by up to 23%; 

by making environmentally friendly 

practice more business-friendly it is 

hoped that change will happen 

naturally. While environmentally 

friendly this is politically 

unsustainable increasing the already 

growing North-South divide by 

locking the developing countries in 

the resource export cycle and leaves 

only the biggest farms able to adopt 

new technology. With new Chinese 

investments pouring into developing 

countries, the North no longer has 

the financial muscle to force through 

neoliberal policies, even those 

environmentally friendly. 

An idealistic solution might un-

patent environmentally friendly 

technologies, so that they can be 

used by anyone, minimising the 

consequences of the North-South 

Divide. But this is almost impossible 

in the current economic system and 

would be heavily opposed by the 

companies, and the countries they 

are located in, set to gain the most 

from intellectual property rights.  

Worldwide climate change response 

is underway in one form or another: 

a few nations, mostly developed and 

Northern European, are leading the 

way, yet the political capital they can 

amass internally to fight climate 

change is difficult to emulate 

elsewhere. This is one of the most 

significant issues of our day, for 

smaller nations 

cannot lead 

international talks, 

nor persuade 

more 

economically 

powerful and 

independent 

countries to 

cooperate. Even 

extremely 

influential small 

nations like the 

Vatican City, with 

all its efforts and continued 

lamentations towards the 

international community to act, has 

however hit a limit to its influence. 

Larger nations, like France and 

Mexico, are either far less radical or 

like the United States prone to 

administrative changes that take the 

country in radically opposite 

directions, as seen with the complete 

reversal in environmental 

legislation under Trump. 

Meanwhile most of the 

significant climate change 

regulation has happened 

internally in countries, like China 

or coastal European nations, 

where pressure stemmed from 

the domestic populace rather 

than foreign powers. The 

problem here is that these 

pressures only stem from critical 

localized environmental issues; 

pollution and erosion in China 

and the rising level of water in 

the coastal European countries. 

The most significant challenge to the 

Paris agreement came with the exit 

of the United States from the 

agreement, which like other deals, 

such as the Iran Nuclear Deal, was 

seen as unfavourable to the US. US 

isolationism has left international 

institutions, including the UN, which 

the US spearheaded since 1990, 

increasingly multilateral and 

fractured. This is critical, as Dr. Varun 

Sivaram professor at Georgetown 

University and fellow at Columbia 

University notes 

while “the 

international 

climate process 

will still continue 

de jure, de facto 

its progress will 

stall” absent US 

leadership. 

Meanwhile, no 

other country or 

Bloc has the 

political capital 

and unity, be it 

the EU or ASEAN, nor the 

international legitimacy, in the case 

of China, to take up the mantle. 

The scheduled meet-up and review 

of the Paris Agreement in 2020 

leaves open options for going 

further. While the deal may be off to 

a rough start, it still stands and the 

framework is effective. The problem 

of accountability, however, needs to 

“Over 1 million species 

worldwide are at risk of 

extinction in the up-

coming decades while 

carbon emissions have 

risen 1.4% in 2017 

alone.” 
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be overcome: the legally binding 

sections are vague and the 

continued promises of reducing 

carbon emissions set a crude 

target. Refinements of such 

commitments is necessary to 

prevent cases such as the Chinese 

Three Gorges Dam-- the 

tremendous hydropower plant in 

China—which resulted in 

significant ecological and 

environmental damage on the 

quest to lower carbon emissions. 

Regardless of what the upcoming 

review does, it needs to establish 

better mechanisms of 

accountability. The problem is not 

the targets, which are wildly 

ambitious to the point of 

impossible, but rather living up to 

them. The United States alone 

promised to reduce emissions by 

up to 28% by 2025, while at 

maximum only being able to 

reach 19%. Unless significant and 

unprecedented action is taken this 

leaves the Paris Agreement a 21st 

century League of Nations; a 

bunch of empty promises. 

For a Green New Deal to work 

clear targets, annual check-ups 

and nation-wide carbon tax must 

be introduced. At the same time, 

public pressure must be 

maintained to prevent exits from 

environmental deals and a world 

leader must emerge willing and 

able to tackle the environmental 

problem. Paris is not yet in the 

wash, but it has taught us the 

dangers of over-optimism and 

vague notions, now is the time to 

take back our fight for the 

climate. 

The EU and  

Climate 

Change: A 

Done Deal? 
By Manfredi Pozzoli 

 

On June 28th, 2019, the EU signed 

a trade agreement with Argentina, 

Brazil, Paraguay, and Uruguay, the 

four founding members of 

Mercosur – the largest South 

American trade bloc. Jean-Claude 

Juncker, the President of the 

European Commission – set to be 

succeeded by Ursula von der 

Leyen on November 1st – 

described the agreement, which is 

the product of a nearly 20-year-

long negotiation project, as 

‘historic.’ However, despite its 

significance, the deal has received 

strong criticism from European 

environmentalist groups, which 

have accused the EU of indirectly 

supporting the policies of 

deforestation and industrial 

expansion carried forward by 

Mercosur countries such as Brazil. 

Furthermore, the deal raised 

economic concerns, with a 

number of European farmers’ 

association denouncing the 

damage that cheap imports might 

do to domestic markets. 

 

The deal is set to improve the 

already existing commercial 

relations between the two 

transatlantic blocs. The EU is 

Mercosur’s most important 

partner in trade and investment, 

and exports from European 

countries have been steadily 

increasing throughout the past 

years: in 2018 

alone, EU 

countries 

exported €45 

billion worth 

of goods to 

the four main 

Mercosur 

countries. The 

deal, which 

cuts 91% of 

tariffs on key 

EU exports, 

such as 

machinery, 

chemicals and pharmaceuticals, as 

well as traditional foodstuffs, will 

increase this trend. Mercosur 

countries, in return, will see the 

elimination of tariffs on 93% of 

their exports to the European 

Union, which will create a more 

profitable market for South 

American-made meats and 

agricultural products, such as 

sugar, coffee and fruit. 

 

Despite the positive responses of 

most EU representatives, the deal 

faces a fair share of criticism, 

especially on the part of farmers’ 

organization. Indeed, while the 

deal has provisions to promote 

and protect the distribution of 

‘European traditional products’, 

many experts have stated their 

concerns about the threat that 

cheap South American agricultural 

products might pose to the 

European markets. In particular, 

many criticisms came from Didier 

Guillarme, the French agriculture 

minister, who publicly opposed 

the deal, stating that it would 

‘sacrifice French agriculture at the 

altar of an international 

agreement.’  

 

The trade agreement has also 

raised environmental concerns, 

with critics stating that it could 

potentially have a negative impact 

on South American ecosystems. 

Groups such as Greenpeace have 
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openly condemned the deal, 

describing it as ‘a disaster for the 

environment on both sides of the 

Atlantic’. Greenpeace also claimed 

that, as a consequence of the 

increased demand of agricultural 

products that would result from the 

removal of tariffs, the deal could 

prompt Mercosur countries to 

increase their greenhouse gas 

emissions and use of pesticides and 

chemicals, with potentially 

devastating consequences for 

already threatened regions such as 

the Amazon.  

 

Despite these criticisms, the EU still 

maintains that the deal itself will not 

have a direct negative impact on the 

environment, and that its 

implementation is not at odds with 

EU environmental policies. On an 

article published by The Irish Times 

on July 5th, Phil Hogan, the EU 

Commissioner for Agriculture, 

responded to concerns raised within 

the Irish Government by stating that 

criticism of the deal was often based 

on ‘inaccurate’ commentary. 

According to Hogan, the agreement, 

which ‘contains strong commitments 

for the effective implementation of 

the Paris Agreement on climate’, is 

not likely to lead to a significant 

increase in beef production in Brazil. 

Furthermore, the EU Commission 

describes the treaty as a necessary 

step to favour free trade, thus 

strengthening Europe’s economic 

position at the international level. 

Indeed, by securing a trade 

agreement with the Mercosur 

countries – which have a combined 

annual GDP of €2.2 trillion – before 

other powers such as the US and 

China, Europe aims at establishing 

itself in a privileged position for 

conducting trade across the Atlantic. 

Furthermore, the EU claims, that 

European companies will not be 

threatened by the removal of tariffs 

on 

South American products, instead, 

they will benefit from the 

opportunities offered by the 

overseas markets. To ensure this, the 

EU plans to establish a €1 billion 

transition plan to help farmers deal 

with potential market changes. 

In conclusion, the EU-Mercosur deal 

takes place at a decisive moment for 

the European Union. In fact, von der 

Leyen’s new administration finds 

itself in a critical position: with its 

unity threatened by Brexit as well as 

the rise of sovranist parties in 

countries such as France, Hungary 

and Italy, the ‘new’ EU has to re-

address it’s position at the 

international and national levels. In 

fact, the necessity of ‘choosing a 

path’ is widely shared within the 

Union: on July 22nd, the European 

Council on Foreign Relations 

published an open letter signed by 

more than 60 politicians, academics, 

diplomats and activists, calling for a 

change in the EU’s policies. The letter 

remarked how, in a less unipolar and 

increasingly competitive international 

system, dominated by the US, China, 

and Russia, the EU needs to maintain 

its central position as ‘the first line of 

defence in an increasingly uncertain 

world.’ 

The ‘environmental question’, in 

particular, will play a central role in 

shaping the future of the Union. The 

European Parliamentary elections of 

May 2019 saw the unprecedented 

growth of green parties across the 

continent: their coalition, the EFA, 

won 74 seats, thus reiterating the 

strong commitment of European 

countries to develop maintain an 

ecologically sustainable model. In 

this context, the EU-Mercosur deal 

could represent a decisive moment 

for the development of a ‘new’ 

European line of foreign policy, with 

the purpose of ensuring that a 

‘green’ EU can maintain a 

competitive position within an 

unstable world. 

 

“Greenpeace have 

openly condemned 

the deal, describing it 

as ‘a disaster for the 

environment on both 

sides of the Atlantic.” 
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Rising Sea 

Levels, Rising 

Tensions 
By Mitra Karanjkr 

 

Following the declaration of Israel 

as an independent state in 1948, 

this area of the Middle East 

has witnessed an immense amount 

of hostilities and political turmoil. 

Conflicts and wars like the 

infamous Six-Day War in 1967 and 

the Yom Kippur War 

of 1973 resulted in the re-drawing 

of borders, thousands of deaths 

and forced displacement of 

people. Most recently, after US 

President Trump’s controversial 

recognition of Jerusalem as the 

capital of Israel, 58 Palestinians 

were killed and at least 1,200 were 

wounded in protests 

against this decision. The 

effects of climate change on 

this political conflict have often 

been wrongly dismissed. This 

article will focus on why these 

effects should not be ignored. 

Indeed, they negatively affect the 

life of the people that are directly 

involved in the Arab Israeli Conflict, 

by exacerbating already existing 

tensions and creating new security 

issues and political strains. The 

Israeli Arab study case will thus be 

used as proof of how climate 

change should start to be 

considered a determining factor in 

conflicts that result to be are not 

simply political all around the 

world.  

The effects of climate change have 

been particularly severe for the 

Gaza Strip, as well as for other 

regional players, such as Egypt and 

Jordan. Food insecurity and water 

shortages played a significant role 

in making these regions 

significantly unstable and 

vulnerable to extreme weather and 

political conditions. In 2015, 

according to the United Nations 

Office for the Coordination of 

Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), an 

estimated 1.2 million people had 

just very limited access to water 

and sanitary services. Valerie 

Amos, UN's undersecretary for 

humanitarian affairs and 

emergency relief, described the 

situation as ‘terrible’, as 44 per 

cent of Gaza became a no-go area 

for Palestinians. Furthermore, the 

‘Food and Agriculture 

Organisation’ of the United 

Nations has suggested that 

unemployment and food security 

are closely related in the West 

Bank and Gaza Strip. In fact, since 

1994 the cost of living has 

increased while the average 

income barely has. Thus, in 2013 

food insecurity rates in the Gaza 

strip amounted to 57 per cent and 

one third of the households were 

estimated to have a limited access 

to food resources.   

It is likely then, that climate 

change will keep on making this 

situation worse. In fact, according 

to National Geographic, sea levels 

have swelled over 8 inches (about 

23 cm) since 1880 and have been 

rising 0.13 inches (3.2 mm) every 

year since. This increase is linked 

to three primary factors, which 

are all caused by global warming: 

thermal expansion, melting glaciers 

and the loss of Greenland’s and 

Antarctica’s ice sheets. Rising sea 

“After Trump’s controversial 

recognition of Jerusalem as 

the capital of Israel, 58  

Palestinians were killed.”   
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levels can have a drastic effect 

on the livelihood of Palestinians. 

The main issue in the Gaza Strip 

is the extent to which water can 

be stored from the rainy season 

to the dry season. The water for 

the Gaza Strip is exclusively 

stored in a costal aquifer and it 

is certain that rising sea levels 

will reduce its storage capacity. 

The costal aquifer is the only 

source of water for the Gaza 

Strip, making the current 

situation even 

worse by decreasing access to 

clean water and sanitary services 

for Palestinians. Furthermore, 

there is a significant reliance on 

rain-fed agriculture in the West 

Bank, and this puts food supplies 

at risk as extreme weather 

conditions lead to decreased 

precipitation levels. Israel, on the 

other hand, has been less 

affected by water shortages. 

Their response to reduced water 

availability has been 

compounded by wide-ranging 

conservation and desalination 

programmes which have been 

successfully undertaken as the 

Israeli government has already 

handed water saving devices to 

households free of charge. 

Climate change is not a top 

priority issue for Israel as its 

effects are unlikely to have any 

major effect on people’s welfare 

and serve as a source of 

discontent as it already is for 

Palestinians.  

These examples show how 

climate change has and will 

keep on having, a tremendous 

effect on the livelihoods of 

Palestinians, thus making the 

conflict more intricate and 

harder to resolve. While climate 

change is not the direct cause of 

the conflict, it will widen the gap 

between the standards of living 

of Israelis and Palestinians, 

creating more tensions between 

the two parties. Since the failure 

of the Oslo Accords in the 1990s, 

signed by the Israeli Prime 

Minister Rabin and by the leader 

of the Palestinian Liberation 

Organisation (PLO) Yasser 

Arafat, which would have given 

Palestinians self-government, 

little progress has been made at 

achieving peace or stability in 

this region. Throughout the 

2000s until today, there has 

been violence on the border 

between Israel and the Gaza 

Strip, with Israel invading Gaza 

in 2008. The climate crisis, which 

has reduced water and food 

availability for Palestinians, thus 

widening the inequality gap 

between Palestinians and 

Israelis, will only add to the 

complexity of this conflict 

making a deal harder than ever 

to achieve.   

 Furthermore, the climate crisis 

could also have an impact on 

other regional players, mainly 

the previously mentioned Egypt 

and Jordan. Both of 

these countries have signed 

peace agreements with Israel, 

but the climate crisis could lead 

these countries to an internal 

political instability, thus 

preventing the success of the 

agreements. In Egypt, such 

process could occur because the 

rise in sea levels may severely 

affect areas like the Nile delta 

and the Alexandria region. This 

puts these areas at high risk of 

flooding which will have a 

detrimental effect on tourism 

and agriculture. Egypt is also 

highly sensitive to shifts in world 

food prices, particularly to the 

prices of food staples, which 

they import in great quantities. 

These prices have been 

increasing somewhat due to 

extreme weather thus negatively 

affecting agriculture. This can 

lead to political instability, as we 

have already witnessed in the 

past, when high food prices 

arguably played a key role in the 

fall of President Mubarak’s 

regime. Similarly, Jordan 

currently thrives of its image as a 

stable state in the highly volatile 

Middle East and this attracts 

investment in finance and 

tourism. This, however, is at risk 

as water shortages keep 

persisting, thus increasing 

chances of instability in the 

country. Overall, the climate 

crisis and its effects on water 

availability are not limited to the 

Israeli and Palestinian regions as 

it restlessly expands beyond 

geographical borders. 

Potentially, it could in fact lead 

to the break-up of former peace 

agreements between Israel and 

other states in the MENA region, 

including Egypt and Jordan.  
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Therefore, if measures are not 

taken to prevent the climate 

crisis, particularly rising sea 

levels, this could have a severe 

effect on the regions involved in 

the conflicts and throughout the 

MANA region. In fact, although 

climate change is not the direct 

cause of the Arab Israeli 

conflict, it puts the livelihoods of 

Palestinians at risk, which will 

cause more tensions in the 

region, while at the same time 

threatening to destabilise states, 

thus jeopardising already 

existing peace treaties. Climate 

change will further complicate 

the conflict, which has been 

going on since 1948, and this will 

make the way towards a stable 

peace settlement even harder to 

pursue. Therefore, it is essential 

that action be taken both 

globally and within 

states.  Global agreements such 

as the Paris Agreement in 2016 

will help to lower carbon 

emissions and will prevent sea 

levels rising. However, for these 

to work, all states involved must 

be committed. This has proven 

to be a difficult process that 

encounters many obstacles. First 

among the objectors to such 

measures is the current United 

States’ president Donald Trump, 

who in 2017 decided to 

withdraw his country from the 

Paris Agreement. Unless all 

states involved are committed, 

these agreements will not be 

successful and carbon emissions 

will not decrease as needed. The 

effects of the climate crisis are 

far reaching and without urgent 

action it will worsen the conflict 

and prevent processes of peace 

making in the Middle East on an 

even deeper level.     

 

 

 

 

Syria, 

Climate  

and War 
By Nicolò Vertecchi 

 

Migration driven by changes in 

climatic and environmental 

patterns is nothing new in the 

history of mankind, and more 

particularly of the Middle 

East. As outlined in a research 

series published by the 

International Organization for 

Migration, the first urban 

societies in the Fertile Crescent 

were in fact born out of 

necessity related to weather 

conditions, 

not spontaneous choice. The 

inhabitability and inhospitality of 

rangeland in Mesopotamia and 

Egypt led entire nomad 

populations to settle closer to 

riverine areas, such as the Tigris 

and Euphrates regions. Fast 

forward to the 8th century, the 

study finds that the extreme 

drought experienced in the 

Middle East in this period was 

directly linked to the Muslim 

expansion towards 

Mediterranean regions. It is clear 

then how changes in climate 

conditions have induced 

societies to re-shape themselves 

within and without, very often 

through violence and unrest.    

  

 

While the consistency of such 

patterns throughout human 

history is not in doubt, the 

intensity and pace of the effects 

of climate change on migration 

and violent episodes related to 

t nowadays are unprecedented. 

The Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change 

(IPCC) assessed that the greatest 

impact will be, and 

probably already is, on 

migration. With 25 million 

people already being displaced 

in the 1990s due to climate 

variability and an estimated 

future 200 million in 2050, the 

term ‘forced climate 

migrant’ resonates more and 

more often in the news 

and in political discourses. Mass 

migration, whether internal or 

external, will not come without 

costs, in particular for 

low income or 

developing countries where 

extreme weather 

conditions have always been the 

norm due to their geographic 

locations.   

The focal point of this article 

is that weather-related 

issues are directly tied to an 

increase in violence and 

social unrest due 

to their effects on food and 

water availability for the 

population. As pointed out 

by Berkeley Professor 

Solomon Hsiang, who 

conducted studies on this 

matter, natural catastrophes can 

have huge consequences on 

agricultural outputs 

and therefore economic 

success or failure of states. It is 

no wonder then that countries 

that rely more heavily on the 

agricultural sector, as it is in the 

case of most Middle 

Eastern countries, are more 

likely to be affected by climate 

change.    

 

“The Syrian crisis has been 

described by the United Na-

tions High Commission for 

Refugees as the ‘biggest hu-

manitarian emergency of 

our era’.  
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The case study that exemplifies 

such a situation is that of 

Syria during the Arab Springs in 

the MENA region (Middle East 

and North Africa). A number of 

studies have in fact found that 

changes in climate patterns and 

more extreme weather 

conditions acted as catalysts for 

the civil and social unrest that led 

to the Syrian Civil War in 2011.   

  

Although it has to be 

acknowledged that the conflict 

was not directly caused by the 

worsening of climate conditions 

but was rather the product 

of complex interdependent 

factors that include regime 

change, religious and socio-

political struggles, the challenges 

caused by weather 

variability exacerbated the whole 

situation. Between 2006 and 

2009 Syria was hit by ‘the worst 

drought in modern 

times’ according to the New York 

Times. Instead of being an 

unexpected and sudden event, 

the drought is very much in line 

with the trend of climate 

conditions that has been 

registered in the last few 

decades. This drift has 

been compounded by two 

variables: the increase in number 

of the Syrian population and 

water availability per 

capita. Water resources mainly 

come from annual rainfalls, 

external sources, and the 

Euphrates’ annual discharge. All 

of these resources have been 

decreasing over the last few 

years. A research from the Pacific 

Institute analysed how from the 

1990s the annual flows of the 

Euphrates has fallen from 1000 

cubic meters per second to 700 

cubic meters per second. With a 

consistent increase in the 

population, that went from 3 

million people in 1950 to 22 

million in 2012, the per capita 

renewable water availability has 

decreased from 5550 cubic 

meters water per person per year 

to 760 in 2012. With 6 registered 

major droughts between the last 

century and the early 2000s, 

agricultural failure, economic 

crises and forced migration 

became the norm. 

 

The gravity of the situation was 

made worse by 

poor water management and 

agricultural policies by Syrian 

President Bashar al-

Assad’s regime in the 

years before the uprisings. The 

crop failure had unprecedented 

economic repercussions that 

forced 1.5 million Syrians to 

migrate from rural areas to 

cities already overpopulated by 

refugees from the 

Iraq. According to 

a study conducted by the UN 

International Strategy for Disaster 

Reduction, 800.000 lost their 

basic food supports by 2009 and 

1 million were driven in 

food insecurity by 2011.  

Eventually, the situation became 

unbearable for the growing 

population in the country. As 

underlined by a diplomatic cable 

from the US Embassy in 

Damascus dated 

2008, published by WikiLeaks 

and present in the public 

record, Syria was hit by ‘the 

perfect storm, a confluence of 

drought conditions with other 

economic and social pressures 

that Yehia (UNFAO Syria 

Representative) believes could 

undermine stability in Syria.’ With 

wheat and barley production 

falling to 47% and 67%, rising 

prices and strong socio-

economic pressures, political 

unrest began in those cities, such 

as Aleppo and Damascus, where 

farmers had been obliged to 

flock to in the previous years due 

to climate conditions in the 

region.   

  

The Syrian crisis has been 

described by the United Nations 

High Commission for Refugees 

as the ‘biggest humanitarian 

emergency of our era’. With half 

of the country now displaced, 

neighbouring countries 

struggling with similarly difficult 

climate conditions are faced with 

unprecedented flows of people 

from Syria. Although what makes 

the headline of every news 

broadcast in the West is the 
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great number of people coming to 

Europe, middle eastern 

countries are no less influenced by 

the migration crisis. The National 

Geographic estimated that 1.14 

million Syrian refugees have been 

hosted by Lebanon, 815.000 by 

Turkey and 608.000 by Jordan.   

  The climate crisis in Syria is as 

of today a reminder of how water 

and food-related incidents can be 

a source of distress for millions of 

people and can eventually lead to 

widespread unrest. It should in 

particular be a premonition for 

governments in the MENA region, 

which is especially vulnerable to 

extreme weather conditions. Syrian 

President Bashar al-Assad’s water 

management and environment 

policies in Syria have proven not to 

be enough to ensure the security 

of the Syrian population and 

eventually caused them to mobilize 

against the government. Clearly 

then, climate change should not be 

regarded as a secondary problem 

for states and policy-makers but 

rather a direct cause of war and 

political unrest that has to be dealt 

on a security level as well.  
 

Droughts in 

Namibia: 

A Warning 

That Cannot 

Be Ignored 
By Niya Namfua 

 

Executive director at the ministry 

of international relations, 

S e l m a  A s h i p a l a -

Musavyi characterizes the 

droughts as the ‘worst natural 

disaster seen in our lifetime’ 

during the 9th session of the 

N a m i b i a - Z i m b a b w e  J o i n t 

P e r m a n e n t  C o m m i s s i o n 

Cooperation in Windhoek.   

 

The Namibian government is 

currently prioritising climate change 

in its agenda as it faces droughts 

that, according to UNICEF, affect an 

estimated 556,000 people. Of 

these, at least 240,000 are children. 

As the government continues to 

take all necessary measures to 

minimise the effects of the drought, 

they also call for the complete 

application of the Paris Peace 

Agreement. Effective as of 

November 2016, the Paris 

Agreement was signed by 174 

states (including Namibia) 

which share a common goal of 

combatting climate change and 

adapting to its effects. The Paris 

Agreement’s strategy to achieve its 

long-term goals is mainly founded 

on the so-called Nationally 

Determined Contributions 

(NDCs), which can be understood 

as national plans, policies, 

measures and targets related to 

climate action. The crisis that 

Namibia presently 

faces highlights that the Namibian 

NDC is not ambitious enough, 

meaning that the terms of the Paris 

Agreement are not being fully 

implemented. Other governments 

and international entities should 

learn from the gravity of Namibia’s 

situation and take more 

precautions in dealing with climate 

change, whether through their 

NDCs or by introducing pro-active 

policies, rather than waiting to 

react only after environmental 

disasters have caused major havoc. 

 

Namibia’s semi-arid environment 

means very low rainfall, making the 

region more vulnerable to the 

effects of climate change, especially 

when compared to other countries 

in southern Africa. Since 2013, most 

of Namibia recorded below-

average rainfall, thereby meaning 

the grazing and agricultural land 

has not been able to recover for 

the past 5 years. The El Niño 

climate cycle effect is characterised 

by unusually warm temperatures in 

the Pacific Ocean, that have a 

global impact on weather patterns 

resulting in major environmental 

problems. This phenomenon has 

reportedly been the cause of 

drought spells in Namibia, making 

the drought of May 2019 the fifth 

drought in six years. An expected 

53% reduction in harvest was 

reported by the Ministry of 
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Agriculture, in comparison to last 

season’s harvest; this being 

largely attributed to poor rainfall 

during the 2018/2019 rainy 

season. Since it is a country 

dependant on agriculture for 

both food and economic growth, 

such decline in harvest affects 

Namibians in their quotidian tasks 

and Namibia as a developing 

country. In fact, as concluded by 

the same report, the hardest-

hit regions of Kunene North 

and Erongo lost respectively 12,20

0 and 11,800 animals respectively. 

As a result of these detrimental 

conditions, one in five Namibians 

faces food insecurity and water 

shortages, forcing 

President Hage Geingob to 

declare a state of emergency on 

May 6th 2019, the second in three 

years. The harsh conditions of the 

droughts are not new, as seen by 

the evidence of below average 

rainfall since 2013, affirms political 

analyst Hoze Riruako. In an 

interview with The Namibian, he 

states that the drought had been 

crippling the country for four 

years and the president’s 

deceleration of a state emergency 

was well overdue.      

 

The seriousness of these 

conditions has created a sense of 

urgency within the 

government that has led to a 

change in its attitude towards 

climate change. As of May 2019, 

the government began to receive 

donations in cash from local 

corporate entities and 

individuals intended for the 

Drought Relief Programme, 

which aims to benefit the 

destitute and most vulnerable 

communities. The programme 

includes food assistance and 

water tankers. According to The 

Namibian, earlier this year the 

government already pledged 

N$570 million towards the 

programme. To lead cooperation 

amongst people and the 

government, the prime minister, 

deputy and president pledged to 

donate 2% of their annual salary 

towards the programme. 

Individuals in Namibia, alongside 

participation from foreign 

governments and international 

organisation have raised a total of 

N$99 million in donations. 

Beyond these contributions, the 

Namibian government offered to 

sell over 1000 wild animals (600 

disease-free buffalos, 150 

springbok, 65 oryx, 60 giraffes, 35 

eland, 28 elephants, 20 impala 

and 16 kudus – all from national 

parks) as a way of saving them 

from the drought, and 

simultaneously raise money for 

wildlife conservation and park 

management. It is estimated that 

this operation could raise $1.1 

million.  

 

Yet, all these methods of raising 

funds were not necessarily well 

received by those most 

vulnerable to the droughts, the 

farmers, as well as ordinary 

middle-class Namibians. First of 

all, this is the case because some 

of these policies would chip at 

their salaries in already 

challenging times. At the same 

time, the Landless People’s 

Movement (LPM) finds the 

government’s 

policies of incentivising drought-

affected farmers to sell 

their livestock to be too little too 

late, describing the effect it would 

have to be as useful as 

‘resuscitating a dead person.’ The 

LPM contends that the 

government should constantly 

prioritise the agricultural sector 

via the implementation of 

new preventive policies, which 

would allow for crops and 

livestock production to be 

sustained, allowing for more 

sustainable development.   

 

On the contrary, all the 

international aid to this date, is 

focused on relieving Namibia 

from the effects of the drought, 

and little focus is being put on 

steps Namibia should take in 

dealing with climate change as a 

long-term perseverant issue. 

Namibia pledged to continue to 

pursue its sustainable 

development goals to the UN. All 

the same, Deputy Minister of 

International Relations and 

Cooperation Christine Hoebes, on 

behalf of the people of 

Namibia, recognised that there is 

much room for progress. He 

affirmed that by reiterating that 

Namibia, as a UN member, 

needed to improve its efforts in 

order to achieve its goals to 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions 

by 45% over the next decade, 

and net zero emissions by 2050. 

It is important for Namibia to look 

beyond the current crisis and 

focus on preparation and 

prevention of such circumstance 

in the long run. The UN Secretary 

General called for a climate 

change summit this year, along 

with the UN general Assembly, 

which is scheduled to take 

place on 17th September 2019. 

The call for this summit will 

hopefully give the sense of 

urgency in combatting climate 

change on an international scale, 

and encourage countries that do 

not yet feel its consequences to 

begin acting now. Perhaps this 

would allow for this global issue 

to be dealt with on a more 

cooperative global level.    
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The U.S. and 

Climate 

Change 

Politics: The 

Increasing 

Impact of 

Subnational 

Actors 
By Baptiste Moinier  

 

This summer, news feeds have 

been overwhelmed by climate 

change events and environmental 

disasters striking everywhere in the 

world. Lately, reports from the 

Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change (IPCC), as the 

recent “Land is a Critical Resource” 

Report, have attempted to alarm 

on a higher level the public sphere 

on the danger of climate change. 

Amongst others, climate change is 

heavily striking the US with floods 

in New York City as well as in the 

Mid-western states, temperature 

records and wildfires in Alaska and 

California, together with other 

disastrous events for the 

environment in American soil. 

Climate change is already very 

much happening in the US and the 

local political sphere is strongly 

divided on the way of qualifying 

the problem and how to handle it. 

 

After having rolled back from 83 

environmental rules that started 

mainly under Obama in sectors as 

air pollution and emissions, drilling 

and extraction, and infrastructure 

and planning, and mostly after the 

executive unilateral withdrawal 

(2017) from the Paris Climate 

Agreements (2014), the U.S. is now 

facing a crisis of political leadership 

on the question of climate change 

management. The American 

climate change debate is currently 

experiencing a new dynamic of 

political leadership, bolstered by 

the emergence proactive cities, 

states and businesses, and will 

even more in the future. How have 

these subnational actors overtaken 

the climate leadership and 

understood the new contours of 

this polycentric political system of 

governance that climate change 

imposes? 

 

Is a traditional partisan political 

opposition ruling the future of US 

climate politics? Despite the 

controversial views defended by 

President Trump and the 

Republicans, Democrats seek 

gaining more and more echo 

within the parliamentary and 

presidential sphere. Yet, there is 

not a single commonly accepted 

environmental strategy among the 

democrat party’s politicians. 

However, democrats are still 

aiming to gain more voters on 

these environmental questions for 

USA 
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the Congress elections and, most 

importantly, for the upcoming 

presidential election in 2020. 

 

Many projects have been 

undertaken. For instance, the 

Speaker of the House, Nancy 

Pelosi, has put in place the Select 

Committee on the Climate Crisis, 

working on building up resilience 

and suggesting solutions. Others 

are emerging as strong progressive 

political figures by championing a 

Green New Deal for America 

(GND), as Senator Ed Markey and, 

most prominently, House 

Representative Alexandria Ocasio-

Cortez. They both hope to change 

the current system at its core, 

towards a more sustainable one 

including all social classes. They 

aim to convince people that 

environmentalism can foster rather 

than impede job growth, and to 

suggest a national transition 

towards a zero-carbon economy 

by concentrating with immediate 

action on green public 

transportation, sustainably 

adapting the agricultural sector 

and changing our energy 

consumption. Democrats are now 

willing to take advantage on the 

increasingly alarming climate 

situation to defeat President Trump 

for the upcoming presidential 

elections.  

 

Even though the GND remains a 

highly debated concept and is yet 

not fully written, democrats have 

managed to bring a new 

momentum to the Congress and 

change the public 

discourse on climate 

issues. They also 

gained a significant 

influence by leading 

crucial committees as 

the Committee on 

Science, Space and 

Technology. 

Nevertheless, the 

Republican opposition 

in parliamentary institutions and at 

a presidential level still exists, as 

illustrated by the recent rescission 

by Trump on an Obama regulation 

existing to limit the heat-trapping 

carbon dioxide and other 

pollutants from coal plants. The 

environmental progressive 

movement must find a way to 

counter this opposition. How do 

cities, states and businesses 

represent the renewal of the US 

climate change progress?  

 

Considering the limited political 

progress made by traditional 

political parties, are cities and 

states attempting to overtake the 

American political 

leadership on the 

question of 

climate change? 

‘The real action 

has been 

happening at the 

state and city 

level’. Jeffrey 

Sachs, former 

director of the 

Earth Institute at Columbia 

University, among others, has 

suggested a shift in the balance of 

leadership on the American climate 

“How do cities, states 
and businesses 

represent the renewal 
of the US climate 
change process?” 
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debate. Cities and states, in a 

country where federalism offers 

more autonomy to these territories, 

are increasingly considered as the 

intangible elements of the future of 

US climate politics. While the floor 

of Congress remains the scene of 

acrimonious ideological and 

partisan battles, local political 

actors, as states and cities, 

represent a new dynamic of US 

political environmentalism and 

some example can already be seen 

today. 

 

First, cities are trying to build new 

networks of climate policy 

cooperation as illustrated by the 

‘Compact of Mayors’ gathering 87 

mayors to form an international 

coalition seeking to find climate 

solutions. Another example is the 

“We Are Still In” declaration, linked 

to the America’s Pledge Initiative on 

Climate Change, led by Michael 

Bloomberg (former New York City 

mayor and founder of Bloomberg 

LP and Philanthropies) and Jerry 

Brown (Governor of California). The 

strategy is to gather subnational 

actors to act towards the reduction 

of U.S. greenhouse gas emissions. 

More than 3’600 mayors, 

governors, investors, universities 

and other social and political actors 

joined this movement. In an 

attempt to stress the impact of 

subnational actors, Bloomberg 

claimed to the European 

Parliament in Brussels (2017) that 

the US is already half way to the 

26% reduction in emissions by 

2025 goal and ‘Washington has 

had almost nothing to do with 

that progress’ and should thank 

mostly cities, states and 

businesses, and citizens’. Through 

these networks, subnational 

actors seek to demonstrate that 

the climate leadership is mainly in 

their hands in a time when 

Washington does not play its 

role. 

Some cities also succeed to 

materialize intentions as best 

illustrated by San Francisco and 

New York. The former signed a 

resolution to continue 

environmental measures, that is a 

plan to cut emissions by 40% by 

2025 and 80% by 2050. Results can 

already be seen as greenhouse gas 

emissions reach 28% below 1990 

levels and despite a demographic 

growth of 20% since then. Likewise, 

Former San Francisco Mayor Edwin 

Lee ambitioned to reach 50% 

renewable electricity by 2020 and 

100% by 2030. The city is therefore 

considered as a ‘national leader’. It 

is making progress faster than 

expected as it already gets 60% of 

its power from renewables.  In turn, 

following the Superstorm Sandy 

and its recent floods, New York City 

pledged to shrink greenhouse gas 

emissions by 80% before 2050.  

Other cities like Boston and Seattle 

aim carbon neutrality by 2030.  

Such efforts from cities have been 

acknowledged by other 

organizations such as CDP (‘Carbon 

Disclosure Project’), which ranks 21 

US cities (out of 43 globally) as top 

ranking for climate leadership and 

actions to cut emissions, including 

Boston, Seattle, New York City, 

Washington, and others. Boston 

has been named one of the 13 

cities in the world that plan to be 

carbon neutral by 2030. 

  

 

In a nutshell, many cities in the 

U.S., mostly major U.S. cities for 

the moment, are making 

significant progress on respecting 

the Paris climate agreement 

promises. Nevertheless, it still 

mostly remains intentions more 

than actions, despite some progress 

expected to continue in the future. 

The advantage of the United States, 

with a political system as such, is 

that it confers decisional autonomy 

to local governments that have 

numerous policy levers that can be 

pulled to limit greenhouse gas 

emissions. From energy strategies 

to renewable sources to cleaner 

transportation networks and 

sustainable building infrastructures, 

cities have significant powers from 
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federalism that allow them to 

have an independent 

environmental policy from the 

White House, even if the oval 

office occupier remains a 

convinced denier.  

 

However, subnational political 

bodies must also work 

multilaterally with businesses that 

are highly responsible for gas 

emissions. Corporate actions and 

productions are the other side of 

the coin towards subnational 

independent environmental 

progress.  

 

 

On a business aspect, is a more 

responsible behavior and a will to 

create a new environmental 

dynamic noticeable among 

companies? Businesses constitute 

more than 2000 signatories of the 

“We Are Still In” Declaration, 

previously mentioned, stressing a 

strong declaration of intention for 

greener behavior from the 

corporate sector. Fighting climate 

change also makes economic 

sense for businesses, as agreed 

by the We Mean Business 

coalition, conscious that the 

corporate sector will be hardly 

impacted by the effects of climate 

change if no change is being 

made. 

Since the 2016 presidential 

campaign, the high-tech sector 

has always been very vocal about 

their opposition to Trump’s 

climate skepticism. Business 

figures such as Bill Gates, Elon 

Musk and others seek to 

represent an environmental 

corporate alternative. They have 

spent billions of dollars of 

investment in research on new 

energy technologies and more 

have also been pledged within 

the ‘Breakthrough Energy 

Coalition’.  

 

Overall, the business sector is 

believed to be in process of 

transition as claimed by the CDP 

in 2017. According to the 

organization, 89% of high 

corporate polluters have now 

carbon emission targets, including 

68% of them being pledged to be 

achieved by 2020 and 20% with 

targets to be attained by 2030. 

74% are believed to have a 

relevant target. 14% of the 

corporate sector have committed 

to align with climate science 

reports’ demands, which 

represents a 5% increase since 

last year. 30% plan to set targets 

in the upcoming two years.  

 

Concrete examples of major 

companies are leading the way 

towards corporate environmental 

transition, as Unilever or Tesla. 

The former is considered as a 

global corporate leader in 

environmental sustainability after 

having pledged to ensure that 

100% of its agricultural materials 

will come from sustainable 

resources by 2020. Its owners also 

aim to eliminate single use plastic 

packaging in the UK by 2025 and 

become a carbon positive 

company by 2030. An ambitious 

plan that illustrates corporate 

ambitions towards a greener 

production.  

Likewise, Tesla has established its 

mission as ‘accelerating the 

world’s transition to sustainable 

energy’ as Elon Musk discourse 

focuses on. It pledges to work on 

avoiding harming the 

environment, managing waste 

responsibly and managing 

efficiently energy and water 

resources. It seeks to disrupt the 

fossil fuel industry, by especially 

democratizing the use of electric 

cars. 

 

These companies are still 

considered as exceptions in an 

environment filled with powerful 

lobbies standing against any 

environmental progress. 

Nevertheless, these cases still 

show intentions of environmental 

progress from a part of the 

business sector. Likewise, there is 

no doubt many companies are 

only stating their intentions on 

emissions’ reduction and consider 

it only as a public relations move. 

Exxon is one case that is now 

being investigated by the New 

York City court on climate change

-related matters [8]. This is an 

example that the corporate sector 

and subnational political and legal 

spheres must work multilaterally.  

 

The political sphere also 

understood that corporations 

must be included in the decision-

making process on environmental 

issues as shown by the inclusion 

of the business community in the 

COP24. As stated on this 

occasion, the private sector 

“should no longer be viewed 

solely as greenhouse gas 

emissions culprits, but more as 

indispensable partners for climate 

action”. Businesses were 

considered as the source of gas 

emissions in the past. They must 

be and are now potentially seen 

as a tool, as key actors in the 

future of climate politics.   

 

As stated in the America’s Pledge 

Report Phase 1 (Bloomberg 

Philanthropies, November 2017), 

‘states, cities, and businesses have 

emerged as the new face of 

American leadership on climate 

change and stepping up with 

commitments to reduce GHG 

emissions’. The political system of 

the US allows subnational actors 

to remain politically, legally and 

economically proactive towards 

ambitious climate programs that 

must now be generalized by 

other territories and be 

materialized by even greater 

results. American cities and 

businesses represent each time 
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more a new leadership network 

on climate change against the 

Federal stance. They have 

understood the new contours of 

global environmental governance 

and the necessity of polycentric 

systems to engage in collective 

action in an era of global 

environmental change.   
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Latin America  

and  

Environmen-

talism 
By Carla Suárez  

 

The richest region in the world for 

biodiversity, Latin America is at risk 

of damaging its extremely diverse 

ecosystem. Indeed, if its current 

leaders do not put aside their ideo-

logical differences and start invest-

ing in projects and ratify policies for 

sustainable development the con-

sequences of climate change on 

the Latin American biodiversity will 

be disastrous.  

 

From the glacier mountains and the 

dry deserts of the Andes to the 

warm blue seas of the Caribbean 

and the tropical rainforests of the 

Amazon, Latin America truly has it 

all. Renowned for the beauty of its 

landscapes and the warmth of its 

people, the region attracts millions 

of tourists every year, as well as 

investors from all over the world. As 

a continent in state of develop-

ment, Latin American nations seek 

both economic growth and envi-

ronmental protection, but these 

two aims can often come into con-

flict with one another. Consequent-

ly, governments need to be more 

strategic when it comes to decision

-making and the implementation of 

sustainable policies. Indeed, insur-

ing future economic growth, as well 

as environmental protection is a 

primary necessity as the whole con-

tinent economy thrives on the 

beauty and abundance of its biodi-

versity. 

 

Costa Rica pledged in 2015 to 

achieve carbon neutrality by 2021 

and successfully reduced its carbon 

emissions to this day as 80% of its 

energy comes from renewable 

sources such as hydroelectric dams. 

Uruguay took the lead in imple-

menting the Paris Agreement and 

was commissioned by the UN hu-

man 

rights 

council in 

2017 to 

work with 

other 

countries 

in the 

region to 

seek a 

legally binding environmental trea-

ty. Thus, everything seemed to be 

heading in the right direction for 

greater environmentalism in the 

region. Accordingly, the ‘Escazú 

Agreement’ was signed by 14 Latin 

American and Caribbean countries 

on September 27, 2018 at the UN 

headquarters in New York. It has 

been considered as a historic treaty 

since its foundation as it gives envi-

ronmental rights the same status as 

human rights. The agreement is a 

multilateral treaty elaborated by the 

Economic Commission for Latin 

America and the Caribbean 

(ECLAC) that aims at protecting 

both the rights of environmental 

activists and the that of the ecosys-

tem. The Escazú Agreement was 

first established during negotiation 

rounds in early 2018 by 24 Latin 

American nations, out of which 17, 

including Brazil, have signed and 

ratified the agreement since its es-

tablishment in September 2018. The 

Escazú agreement is similar to the 

Aarhus Convention, ratified by the 

European Union in 1998, as it 

grants public rights on Access to 

Information, Public Participation in 

Decision-making and Access to Jus-

tice in environmental matters to its 

citizens. However, the establish-

ment of the Escazú Agreement in 

the region is much more compli-

cated than in the case of the Aar-

hus Convention within the EU. In-

deed, there is a substantial lack of 

political union in the ideologically 

divided subcontinent whereas eco-

nomic organisations as numerous. 

The challenge nowadays is to es-

tablish envi-

ronmental 

democracy in 

a region 

where politi-

cal stability is 

highly volatile 

due to the 

absence of 

political un-

ion, and where a strong ideological 

divide enforced by the global pow-

ers, the U.S., China and Russia has 

taken place. As the Cold War is 

subconsciously still present in the 

decision-making sphere of the re-

gion, along with the rising growth 

of inversions in the exploitation of 

energetic resources made by 

emerging China, the damage 

caused to the ecosystem in Latin 

America will be irreversible. These 

global powers, highly reliant on the 

energetic resources that can be 

found in the subcontinent, only 

keep their own economic interests 

at heart when influencing Latin 

American governments and there-

fore impeach any progress on sus-

tainability as they are the major 

investors in the region.  

On the other hand, the only fa-

vourable external investment 

sources Latin America receives 

come from the EU and its devel-

oped cooperation plans across the 

“Latin American and Caribbean 
nations are running against the 
clock in terms of environmental 

policy decision-making.”  
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region that focuses mainly on sus-

tainable agriculture. The implemen-

tation of the Escazú Agreement 

would lead Latin American and 

Caribbean countries towards great-

er environmental protection, and 

impactful changes on the daily life 

of the its citizens. It will also facili-

tate the eneretic transition  from 

fossil fuels reliance towards greener 

renewable sources of energy in the 

future. 

 

Home to six of the ten richest 

countries in terms of biodiversity in 

the world, and fostering an exten-

sive amount of wildlife species, Lat-

in America today has an increasing 

quantity of animal species as well as 

plants species that are at risk of 

extinction and heavily threatened 

by the deforestation of the Amazon 

rainforest. This issue has massively 

grown in the past few weeks with 

the wildfires that have ravaged 

more than a million hectares of the 

surface occupied by the Amazon 

forest.  

 

Since Jair Bolsonaro took office in 

January 2019, the deforestation rate 

in Brazil has dramatically risen to 

80% more losses, compared to the 

deforestation rate of June 2018. The 

most disrupting fact about these 

fires is that they have been initiated 

by humans. Jair Bolsonaro, Presi-

dent of Brazil, as well as his Bolivian 

counterpart, Evo Morales, both 

gave consent to cattle ranchers in 

their countries to set the Amazon 

on fire through the infamous yearly 

practice of the queimadas, a tradi-

tion perpetrated by cattle farmers 

in order to prepare crops for cattle 

ranch. Determined to end with 

wildlife protection in Brazil, Bolso-

naro has threatened multiple times 

to withdraw from the Paris Agree-

ment since he rose to power, in-

ducing fear and uncertainty for en-

vironmental defenders both locally 

and regionally. His latest actions 

have raised concerns in the interna-

tional community. Led by the Presi-

dent of France, Emmanuel Macron, 

who rightly called the Amazon 

burning an “international crisis”, G7 

members held an emergency sum-

mit in Biarritz in late August and 

pledged to fund the recovery of the 

Amazon with a $20 million dollars 

donation as well as a long-term 

initiative to protect the rainforest. 

The donation was initially rejected 

by Bolsonaro, who decided to go 

into a diplomatic conflict with Mac-

ron accusing him of meddling in 

Brazilian State Affairs. Equally 

alarming is the lack of measures 

taken by the Bolivian state to extin-

guish the fires as president Morales 

refuses to declare it an international 

emergency after weeks of protest 

across the nation. The irreversible 

damage that the Amazon has suf-

fered lately will lead to severe water 

stresses in the upcoming future. It 

will only accelerate global warming 

and climate change destroying the 

Amazon rainforest, considered to 

be “the lungs of the world” due to 

its fundamental role in the cyclic 

process of evapotranspiration that 

is crucial to the sustainability of our 

planet. The fact that the Amazon 

forest is shared by nine different 

countries also complicates the mat-

ter as any issue within the Amazon 

forest is a multilateral issue. Any 

damage made to the Amazon has 

a significant impact on the general 

condition of the Earth. The interna-

tional concern surrounding the de-

forestation of the Amazon should 

be directly tackled by Brazil’s 

neighbouring countries as well. Un-

fortunately, the great ideological 

divide existing in the region, along 

with the significant corruption pre-

sent in the political spheres of these 

countries and the considerable dis-

parity in the balance of political 

power held by each one of these, 

blocks the possibility of making any 

progress in the field. Under the 

leadership of Bolsonaro and Mo-

rales, not only is the Amazon forest 

at stake as they keep on denying 

the magnitude of the ecocide that 

has been perpetrated under their 

watch, but they also threaten the 

great advancements that have 

been made in the political sphere, 

such as the Paris Agreement and 

the Escazú Agreement, towards 

higher environmental protection 

and democracy. The focus on com-

mercial and economic growth 

needs to be targeted towards the 

creation of a sustainable economy. 

Maintaining these agreements at 

the core of the decision-making 

process should be a binding rule 

for nations in the region as preserv-

ing the great biodiversity of Latin 

America is key to achieve environ-

mental equality and equilibrium on 

a global scale. 

  

Latin American and Caribbean na-

tions are running against the clock 

in terms of environmental policy 

decision-making. Therefore, it is 

necessary to act swiftly in order to 

make substantial change happen 

regionally, which can immediately 

create a positive impact in the in-

ternational scene. The first step has 

already been taken with the enact-

ment of the Escazú Agreement, but 

there is still a long way ahead in the 

negotiation process to achieve en-

vironmental equality in the region 

and this is where countries can ei-

ther make it or break it. Latin 

American governments must act to 

halt biodiversity loss as soon as 

possible in order to achieve eco-

logical sustainability, environmental 

justice and sustainable economic 

growth.  
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Climate 

Crisis: The 

Maldives’ 

Reality, the 

World’s 

Future 
 

By Nour Attalla  
 

The Maldives is a holiday paradise, 
but behind the beautiful façade lies 
a hidden danger. More than 80% 
of the Maldives is composed of 
coral reef islands less than one 
meter above sea level. Due to 
climate change, the island nation 
faces the very real threat of being 
submerged by the Indian Ocean. 
Despite this, the biggest threat to 
the Maldives can be found within 
its own government’s inability to 
respond to the climate crisis it 
faces.  
 
To understand why this is the case, 

a little context is first needed. The 
Maldives has experienced rapid 
economic development in recent 
decades due to a financial boom 
facilitated by consistently high 
visitor numbers. This contributed to 
the democratisation of the island 
state a little over ten years ago. 
Despite this, corruption scandals, 
increasing debt, and political 
mismanagement have become 
commonplace since. For example, 
the previous president, Abdulla 
Yameen reportedly accepted 
bribes to lease out islands to 
private investors significantly below 
the market price. President 
Yameen further commissioned 
large infrastructure projects from 
his ally China, 
rapidly growing 
the Maldivian 
debt to China to 
$3.2 billion, which 
is almost 
equivalent to the 
country’s annual 
GDP. 
 
These actions 
have not only 
diverted precious 
resources away from the 
underlying causes of the region’s 

rising sea levels; they have, at 
times, also directly worsened the 
problem. In fact, the Maldives 
consists of over a thousand coral 
islands. These islands naturally 
grow over time, as tides and 
currents break up little pieces of 
coral that end up on the islands’ 
beaches. However, President 
Yameen ordered the blasting of 
such paths through the coral reefs, 
so that large ships could pass 
through the archipelago into the 
Maldives’ harbours. Whilst this 
could provide economic benefit in 
the short term, the destruction of 
the coral reefs prevents them from 
depositing material on beaches, 
causing the islands’ territory to 

shrink, further 
increasing 
environmental 
concerns. 
 
With this, it must 
be asked 
whether the 
Maldives are 
doomed or if 
their security can 
be restored 
through effective 

political management.  

“The Maldives is a 

holiday paradise, but 

behind the beautiful 

façade lies a hidden 

danger.” 
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Aside from the corruption and 
mismanagement of state funds in 
the Maldives, implementing 
policy promoting long-term 
environmental stability is 
inherently problematic. 
Nevertheless, there is often a 
trade-off between short to 
medium term economic growth 
and long term environmental 
stability.  
 
In the long run, such 
uncontrolled economic growth 
could cause a decline in living 
standards, as environmental 
degradation impacts the day-to-
day lives of the natives. There is 
still, however, a major political 
dilemma in prioritising 
environmental sustainability: the 
approval of positive 
environmental policies is likely to 
dampen economic growth. 
Moreover, visible environmental 
improvements are often slow to 
materialise and are hardly 
quantifiable in economic terms, 
something that could endanger 
hostile public opinion. Normally 
in industrialized and wealthy 
countries, people are increasingly 
concerned with the impacts of 
climate, without putting 
economic matters to one side. As 
such, compromise between 
environmental sustainability and 
economic growth is often 
popular. 

However, the Maldives has only 
recently started developing 
economically and, similarly to 
other developing nations in Asia 
and Africa, economic growth is 
usually prioritized over 
environmental concerns due to 
the population’s recent 
memories of deprivation. 
Politicians, therefore, have little 
personal incentive to focus on 
environmental quality, as the 
benefits of this will be realised in 
the future and politicians can 
only be judged by performance 
in the present.  
 
Moving towards more 
environmentally friendly policy, 
objectives in developing 
countries must be framed by 
immediate economic concerns 
for them to have popular 
support. The climate crisis in the 
Maldives has forced societal 
preferences to shift heavily 
towards environmental 
sustainability than they have 
previously. However, for these 
preferences to be successfully 
expressed through policy-
making, a mentality shift is 
needed so that non-financial 
goals, such as sustainability, are 
promoted at a national level and 
across broader areas of policy. 
 
 

A recent turn in the Maldivian 
political climate serves as an 
indicator for increased concern 
towards the environment in the 
region, sparking modest 
optimism for an upward trend 
towards recovery efforts, given 
the undeniable damage caused 
by environmental degradation 
over the past few years. 
In 2018, president Yameen was 
surprisingly defeated by the 
opposition candidate Mohamed 
Solih, despite the sitting 
government’s harassment of the 
opposition before the election, 
and the election result being 
challenged in the Supreme Court 
by Yameen. 
 
The election of Solih could prove 
to be a turning point for the 
Maldives, as he advocates 
strongly for increased 
environmental conservation 
efforts. Immediately after taking 
office, Solih has started taking 
action to tackle the country’s 
political problems through the 
implementation of a zero-
tolerance policy on corruption 
and increased consultation of 
locals when leasing out islands to 
foreign firms, for example. Solih 
has also allowed ex-president 
Mohamed Nasheed to return to 
the Maldives after spending six 
years in exile abroad during 
president Yameen’s rule. 
Nasheed was ousted in an 
alleged coup d’état by Yameen’s 
supporters, after which he was 
forced to flee the country. Since 
his return, Nasheed has been 
Solih’s spokesperson on the 
world stage, advocating for 
improved environmental 
agreements with international 
leaders.  
 
By improving the country’s 
political stability, a more sturdy 
framework is established upon 
which environmental 
conservation efforts can be built. 
Also, internal stability is critical for 
the Maldives’ efforts to attract 
international funding to replace 
coal with electricity as the 
country’s main source of power. 
The Maldives lay in a strategic 
location in the Indian Ocean, and 
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in a bid to keep the country out 
of the Chinese sphere of 
influence, India has 
committed $1.4 billion in 
development aid, which 
allows the Maldives to take 
massive strides forwards in 
reducing its national debt 
and building infrastructure 
to withstand future climate 
crises. 
 
Whilst the recent 
developments in the 
Maldives can be viewed as an 
improvement, they also serve to 
highlight one of the biggest 
obstacles in the way of a 
coordinated international 
environmental sustainability 
policy. Many countries will not 
want to act until they are at risk 
themselves, and 
underdeveloped countries will 
often be the most heavily 
affected by climate crises, as 
they often do not have the 
economic or institutional 
capabilities to effectively deal 
with climate change.  
 
It is difficult to say what this 
means for the future, as the 
efforts made against climate 
change are often undertaken by 
countries most at risk, whilst 
climate change is caused by the 
world as a whole. 
 
Hence, the only way to 
genuinely combat climate 
change is to consolidate a 
mentality shift at an international 

level and to start focusing on 
climate change as a collective 

global issue rather than a 
localised phenomenon affecting 
particular high-risk regions. If 
not, climate crises could begin to 
pose an irreversible threat, 
locally in the first instance, but 
across the globe in the not too 
distant future.  

 

Central Asia: 

Water War or  

Co-

operation? 
 

By Joāo Pedro Tavares  

 
“He was killed because of 
nationalism.", stated Nargiza to a 
Reuters correspondent, over the 
recent murder of her husband 
over what appeared to be a fight 

over water. The murderer, 
during the altercation, allegedly 
told her “that Uzbeks were not 
allowed water”. This is just an 
example of how many local 
clashes that coexist with a much 
larger context over water and its 
weaponization take place in 
Central Asia’s ‘Fergana Valley’. 
There, water is far more than just 
an issue of climate. It is, in fact, 
mostly a matter of politics, 
history, and conflict. Indeed, the 
latest developments over climate 
and conflict are bleak, but recent 
government efforts have proven 
to be a new beacon of hope for 
long and awaited regional 
cooperation. But first, this story 
needs an appropriate context. 
 
Despite not being fully delimited, 
the Fergana Valley is a region in 
Uzbek territory, enclaved by 
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan, 
formerly under Soviet authority. 
While attempting to create a 
new socialist identity and 
preventing a unified Central 
Asian movement, Soviets 
installed administrative borders 
that did not correspond to 
historical, ethnic or religious 
frontiers. As a further effort to 
that cause, energy infrastructure 
projects were left in the Uzbek 
and Kazakh territories, while 
water-related infrastructures 
were built in Tajik and Kyrgyz 
lands. These latter caused a 
shared planning system, where 
administrative regions both 
sustained and depended on 
each others for water and 
energy.  
 
The very problem was the 
subsequent fall of the Soviet 
Union, where governments were 
left either without control of 
water facilities and irrigation or, 
alternatively, with little to none 
energy infrastructure projects. In 
Kyrgyzstan, for instance, energy 
prices have risen significantly 
due to their reliance over 
hydropower since 1991; currently, 
a Reuters article affirmed that 
90% of the country’s energy 
derives from water. The 
consequence is then a limited 
amount of water flow for the 

“The only way to genuinely 
combat climate change is 
to consolidate a mentality 
shift at an international 

level.” 
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irrigation processes during 
summers, given the excessive use 
of energy during winters. 
Moreover, considering that the 
system is no longer centralized 
and shared, the use and 
distribution of water of upstream 
residents hinder and cuts the 
supply of water for downstream 
communities. This lack of access 
to water, energy and 
consequently, income, clearly 
leaves room for national 
dissatisfaction and conflict.  
 
Be it neighboring conflicts or 
civilian misunderstandings, the 
water issue has also taken on 
national military escalations. In 
March 2016, Uzbek military forces 
were deployed in the vicinity of 
the Kyrgyz ‘Ala-Buka’ village, as 
retaliation to a denied request 
for Uzbek 
technicians to 
access the 
Kyrgyz’s Kasan-
Sai reservoir. 
Inside Kyrgyz 
land, Uzbek 
soldiers were 
under orders 
that the region 
and reservoir 
were allegedly 
their territory, and as such, had 
orders to go through enforcing 
passerby document checks. 
Another escalation took place in 
2010, in retaliation to Kyrgyz 
uprisings and instabilities, 
Kazakhstan closed their borders 
to Kyrgyzstan. In a matter of 
hours, Kyrgyzstan, dissatisfied 
with the border situation, 
diverted the water supply away 
from the Kazakhs, leading them 
to re-open the borders soon 
after. The ability of denying a 
country of water in a relatively 
unstable, uncooperative region, 
is clear a geo-political issue. 
 
Indeed, these clashes show the 
lack of cooperation and 
neighbouring dissatisfaction over 
water access. Yet, a shared 
system becomes far more 
difficult when neighbouring 
countries do not seek to 
cooperate in maintaining and 
paying for water systems. Take 

for instance the Toktogul Dam’s 
(Kyrgyz) yearly maintenance cost, 
a value estimated to grow up to 
$27 million, as reported by the 
Washington College of Law.  The 
burden of this high cost is left to 
Kyrgyzstan, while downstream 
countries benefit from irrigation 
without a single investment. And 
so, Kyrgyzstan finds it justifiable 
to use their hydro energy, even 
though the country know that 
this would trigger floods in the 
downstream communities during 
winter, and limiting them of 
water during summers. However, 
as rising temperatures will further 
empower water as a piece of 
regional leverage, cooperation 
over water systems will be 
needed to avoid conflict. 
 
Visibly, rising temperatures in 

Central Asia 
have led to 
one of its 
most intense 
droughts of 
the past 
twenty years. 
Yet, the 
drought is 
not the only 
issue with 
accessibility 

to water, so is weak irrigation 
systems and intense hydropower 
usage which limits water flow to 
the Fergana Valley, causing 
significant distress to local 
farmers. A USAID (United States 
Agency for International 
Development) report on the 
region stated that every decade 
of the last 30 years has 
experienced a 0.5°C temperature 
increase. Meanwhile, current 
figures are expected to rise by 
another 2°C until 2050. These 
alarming numbers are 
responsible for what the report 
claims to have disappeared with 
1/3 of the glaciers, which are the 
crucial source of regional water 
supply.  
For these reasons, the region’s 
population trends become far 
more distressing. In fact, Central 
Asia has a significantly smaller 
population density than the 
Fergana Valley, which in the last 
decade alone, happens to have 

an astounding thirty two percent 
population growth rate. A WEF 
report warned countries of rising 
temperatures, growing 
populations and lacking 
cooperative governance: factors 
that are the root to worsening 
food, energy and water security. 
This nexus of climate change and 
population growth is the primary 
factor into causing geopolitical 
conflicts. On that note, climate 
change has been a general 
threat to livelihood, now causing 
the Central Asian water-energy 
tradeoff to escalate into a larger 
form of geopolitical tension.  
 
On a more hopeful note, for the 
first time in 20 years, Central 
Asian countries agreed to meet 
for a summit in Astana, where 
the former Kazakh president 
noted that: 
"A major issue is problems 
around water sharing. (...) and we 
agreed today that no political 
bargaining is acceptable in that 
matter, (...) We must resolve 
water issues in the interests of all 
our countries, including issues 
related to hydropower 
construction, water releases, and 
electricity sharing" 
 
Over this quote, countries of the 
region have planned to meet 
yearly to further discuss regional 
cooperation, including the issues 
of water.  
The rising instances of diplomatic 
strains, border escalations and 
local conflicts in the Fergana 
Valley demonstrate the very 
danger of climate change over 
the food-water-energy nexus, 
which can only be stopped by a 
cooperative relationship between 
countries and their water-energy 
systems. Without this hoped 
cooperation, the future of politics 
in Central Asia will be entirely left 
to climate-change related 
problems. Therefore, to decide if 
water is to be further 
weaponized needs to be 
considered as the powerful form 
of leverage that it has proved to 
be. 
 
 
 

“For the first time in 20 
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Avalon  

Afloat 
 

By Sam Jackson 

 

For over a month in 2014 the 
village of Muchelney, deep in the 
heart of Somerset, returned to its 
etymological roots, becoming an 
island, completely cut off from the 
world by floods. Across the 
Somerset Levels, 28,400 acres were 
inundated, and the A361 main road 
was shut for three months. The 
marines were deployed, and 
agronomists predicted that the 
affected farm land would take two 
years to recover from the toxins of 
the standing water. Over 600 
houses were flooded, and the 
tourism industry alone lost £200 
million. Poignantly, and worryingly, 
many residents had only just 
returned to their houses after ‘the 
worst floods in living memory’ had 
struck the same region thirteen 
months before. Muchelney had 
been cut off then, too, as some of 
worst rainfall since 1910 devastated 
parts of the wetlands. Although 
there are existing measures to 
counter flooding across the Levels, 
these are underfunded and a low 

priority. As such, an effective 
hypothetical may be a more 
appropriate solution.  
Both winters’ floods were almost 
unanimously blamed on the failure 
of the Environment Agency (EA) to 
dredge many of the rivers which 
drain the levels, and a new £100 
million flood management plan 
was proposed by central 
government. Despite the then-
Prime Minister 
David 
Cameron 
claiming 
‘money is no 
object’ when 
joining the 
procession of 
political 
figures 
donning 
Wellington Boots, only £10 million 
ever materialised. Although there 
have been efforts by the local 
community to lobby for extra 
funding, and even build their own 
flood defences, this has had 
meagre success.  
Dominating the county, The Levels 
form a coastal wetland plain 
between the Mendips and the 
Quantocks, with an average height 
above sea level of 8 feet. Since 
drainage of the swamps began in 
the medieval period, winter 

flooding has been a part of life in 
the levels, with some areas affected 
yearly. In 1607, 200 square miles of 
farmland were underwater, and 107 
square miles were covered in 1872-
3. The flooding of 2012 and 2014 
was at the extreme end of the 
spectrum for the modern era. 
As such, water management 
strategies have been practiced in 
the region for centuries, with 

rhynes (drainage 
ditches) and 
elevated droves 
(cattle lanes) being 
features of the 
landscape. Man-
made rivers, such 
as the Huntspill 
River and King’s 
Sedgemoor Drain, 
also form 

important defences against fluvial 
flooding, and have been able to 
cope when well managed. 
However, chronic underfunding 
and a changing threat place The 
Levels in jeopardy. 
The major Met Office UK Climate 
Projections (UKCP18) report 
published in November 2018 
predicts that, by 2070, sea levels 
will rise over a metre, with winter 
precipitation rising by 35%. The 
existing flood prevention 
infrastructure is inadequate in the 
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face of these threats, even when 
managed correctly.  
The EA also seems unwilling to 
properly fund a revamp of 
prevention measures in The Levels. 
This is partly due to the lack of 
political glamour in investing in 
prevention infrastructure; successful 
flood prevention measures get very 
little media attention, and as such 
the EA is chronically 
underfunded until immediately 
after a crisis occurs. However, 
community schemes are 
trivially inadequate in an area 
the size of The Levels. 
As such, The Levels seem to be 
heading irrevocably towards 
another major crisis. Perhaps, 
however, a solution could be 
found from a more 
unorthodox source: the fictional MP, 
David Petrie. In Children of the 
Master, Petrie, Andrew Marr’s 
protagonist, hits upon a solution for 
the housing crisis after a trip to 
Venice. The fictional proposition 
would provide “a quarter of a 
million new homes, on cheap land… 
close to jobs, [and] somewhere 
people will actually want to live”, a 
Holy Grail of the housing crisis 
found in the land of Avalon. 
However, the scheme could also 
provide a flood management 
system which removes the threat to 
The Levels.  
Marr’s idea for a City of Sedgemoor 
would be built on the principle of 
digging canals to drain the 
surrounding land. Although calling 
a city “The Venice of…” at the 
merest hint of a canal has become a 
tired cliché, this technique has been 

used in Venice for centuries, and 
more recently in the construction of 
Gold Coast, Queensland, Australia. 
In Gold Coast, wetlands at the 
mouth of the Nerang river have 
been drained by the construction of 
160 miles of canals, with hundreds 
of residential properties constructed 
on the former swamp. In The Levels, 
there would be less land to use than 

currently, but that land would be 
more useful.  
More importantly, there would be a 
significant political motive for the 
construction of the city. A big 
infrastructure project, bringing 
investment, jobs, and services to a 
relatively poor region of the UK, 
would be career-making for 
whoever proposed it, and would 
serve as a flagship for a regime long 
after that government has passed 
from power. Extensive inter-
departmental cooperation would be 
necessary, with DEFRA, BEIS, and 
MHCLG all involved – in addition to 
Somerset County Council and the 
district council of the proposed site 
– but this is an obstacle oft 
surmounted when politicians’ self-
interest aligns. 
The major drawback to the scheme 
comes from environmental 

concerns. Although no classification 
covers the entire Levels, 72,000 
acres is classed as an 
‘Environmentally Sensitive Area’, 
86,000 acres are covered by the 
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands, 
there are numerous Nature 
Reserves, and 32 Sites of Special 
Scientific Interest – of which 12 are 
Special Protection Areas. Parts of 
The Levels are a hugely important 
international staging post for 
migrating birds, as well as providing 
a major breeding ground for 
European Eels in the River Parrett. A 
development such as a City of 
Sedgemoor would have significant 
environmental impact, and 
construction without causing severe 
damage to existing ecosystems and 
habitats would require uncommon 
skill.  
In addition, the area’s Arthurian 
past renders it of some significance 
to the archaeological community, 
with many Areas of High 
Archaeological Potential scattered 
across The Levels; the Shapwick 
Hoard of Roman Coins and the 
5800 year-old Post Track wooden 
trackway are two examples of 
discoveries already made from pre-
Avalonian Somerset.  
However, the majority of the land in 
the area is used as pasture, with 
other traditional uses experiencing a 
decline in recent decades; the 
number of cider orchards has 
declined by 60% since 1960 and 
they now only account for 0.4% of 
land usage. When not found within 
a protected area, this pastureland 
could be repurposed for 
construction with relative ease, and 
bought for very little given the flood 
threat. 
Instead of seeking to control the 
water, we need to accept its power 
and adapt accordingly, by finding a 
place to put it. Similarly, instead of 
rejecting demographic pressures, 
extra capacity must be constructed. 
In a time where Britain is afflicted by 
multiple divergent threats, 
composite solutions may well be 
the answer.  
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By Madalina Benderschi 

 

Climate change is at the fore-
front of the British public’s mind. 
The question of responsibility, 
previously conceived in terms of 
individual behaviours, has gath-
ered sufficient momentum to be 
addressed at a state level. Civil 
disobedience, government 
pledges, and record tempera-
tures intensified the salience of 
the problem: a recent survey 
shows that 82% of UK respond-
ents are interested in climate is-
sues, and 78% favour the gov-
ernment’s 2050 zero emissions 
target. Meaningful action re-
quires scale and while the senti-
ment it expresses is commenda-
ble, the target itself is not a rea-
son for celebration. An unfortu-
nate focus on such easily quanti-
fiable measures may come at the 
expense of tangible outcomes. In 
other words, when the symbolic 
is prioritised above the real, cli-
mate-mitigating behaviours ex-
acerbate the problem they claim 
to be addressing. Let’s take the 
example of plastics. 
  
Household waste recycling rates 
in England have almost quadru-
pled since the turn of the centu-

ry, reaching over 43% in 2017 
but plateauing recently, falling 
short of the official target of 50% 
by 2020. It seems self-evident to 
presume this increase to be an 
unambiguously positive move in 
the right direction. After all, isn’t 
recycling an effective way to save 
the environment? 
  
Not quite, not in its present form. 
What happens to waste beyond 
the household is mired in eye-
brow-raising darkness. Percent-
ages are treated as “fact-
fodders” and brandished as evi-
dence of success in a political 
sleight-of-hand. Britain lacks the 
infrastructure to recycle its plas-
tics and 2/3 of waste is sent 
abroad, becoming part of a 
global network plagued by lax 
regulation and worrying instabil-
ity. The ultimate fate of rubbish is 
conveniently ignored, while the 
appearance of sustainable re-
source use is 
celebrated in a 
simulacrum of 
environmental 
action. 
  
Until last year, 
China was the 
primary destina-
tion for plastic, 
absorbing over 
half the world’s international ex-
ports. In early 2018, it banned 
plastic imports due to public 
health concerns raised by land-
fills brimming with foreign trash. 
Predictably, shockwaves rever-
berated globally; some of the 
most affected councils in Britain 
saw recycling costs surge by 
£500,000. An Atlantic piece omi-
nously titled “Is this the end of 
recycling?” reports that when US 
companies face the decision of 
paying vastly higher rates or 
throwing recyclable materials in 
the landfill, they choose the latter 
option. The efforts of waste sep-
aration and collection are not 
translated into real, tangible re-
ductions of plastics in landfills.  
  
Of course, countries tried to cap-

italise upon the void opened by 
China’s retreat from the waste 
market but have been unable to 
fill it, struggling to cope with ar-
riving quantities. The British gov-
ernment’s lack of internal pro-
cessing capacity conflicts with its 
goal of reaching recycling quo-
tas. Success is defined by what is 
achievable for the state rather 
than what objectively reduces 
pollution. This generates offshore 
landfills, effectively displacing the 
problem onto poorer countries, 
negatively impacting local com-
munities.  
 Waste is currently exported to 
Turkey, Malaysia, and Poland 
among others under the pre-
tence of recycling, where it is 
likely never processed. Materials 
are often kept outside, exposed 
to sunlight, soil microbes, and 
water, rendering them unusable. 
Actions are initiated but not fi-
nalised in an immoral policy 

blind 
spot 
originat-
ing from 
a box-
ticking 
mentali-
ty. 
  
The situ-
ation is 

so dire that the UK’s recycling 
industry is under fraud investiga-
tion by the Environment Agency 
for illegal shipments, false claims, 
contamination, and failure to 
scrutinize overseas sites, instead 
allowing plastics to seep into riv-
ers and oceans. There is no 
guarantee that any of the above 
countries will continue to accept 
foreign garbage long-term: now 
that there is an international 
precedent, many are taking a 
tougher stance on waste.  
  
This is evidenced by a UN 
amendment to the Basel Con-
vention, which came into effect 
in 1992 and aims to minimise the 
movements of hazardous mate-
rials between countries. Until re-
cently, it was possible to export 
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to private bodies abroad, as 
plastics were not subjected to 
the provisions of the Convention, 
which generated ample opportu-
nities for illegal dumpsites.  
 This changed in May, when 187 
countries ratified the treaty, cre-
ating a legally 
binding instru-
ment that pre-
vents states 
from discard-
ing “non-
clean” plastic 
waste in off-
shore ports 
without ob-
taining prior 
informed consent from govern-
ments. In July, Cambodia and 
Indonesia returned thousands of 
tonnes of plastic to source coun-
tries: the US, Canada, France, 
and Australia, the first state 
claiming it is not “a dustbin 
where foreign countries can dis-
pose of out-of-date e-waste.”  
  
Britain derived symbolic gains 
from rising recycling rates, with 
little incentive to reduce their 

use. But the global appetite for 
plastic waste is waning, and our 
production will have to oblige. 
The government is now stand-
ardising its processing capacity 
and product labels to create a 
coherent national strategy for 

waste 
manage-
ment, with 
councils 
required 
to adhere 
to the new 
guidelines 
within 4 
years. 
Businesses 

are asked to assimilate the full 
costs of recycling for the goods 
they produce, which rightly shifts 
the onus onto the design stage, 
incentivising companies to re-
think their packaging strategies 
and employ more recycled ma-
terials. The UK, shaken out of 
complacency, has the chance to 
build infrastructure and create a 
truly sustainable circular econo-
my for its plastics.  
 But each measure needs to be 

critically followed to its ultimate 
destination, beyond what looks 
good on paper, so excuse my 
reservations about the 2050 zero 
emissions target. It creates an 
aura of concern and evades the 
responsibility of enforcing legis-
lation while in office, instead dis-
placing the burden onto political 
successors. The goal begs the 
question of what will be traded 
away, what shortcuts will be em-
ployed to reach an output that is 
meaningless in itself and may 
prompt further rubbish action.  
 Some will continue to recycle 
because they prefer the risk of 
mismanagement to the certainty 
of my waste clogging landfill 
sites. Even with reformed institu-
tions, change rests on individual 
responsibility. Our actions need 
to be recalibrated outwards fac-
ing the world around us, and 
away from spreadsheets crowd-
ed with targets to be met at any 
price. It’s the only way to find 
solutions that do more than bol-
ster an empty statistic.  
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The China 

Model: 

The Perfect 

Answer to 

Climate 

Change? 

 

By Mengtao Zhao 

 

Global warming and surging 
number of extreme events due to 
human activities are undeniable 
facts, pushing humanity to raise 
awareness and seek decisive 
solution. Since the last century, 
western diplomats and advocates 
have proposed many 
environmental protection initiatives 
but most of them died in embryo. 
The major democracies in the 
world have clearly demonstrated 
their weakness in tackling climate 
change. 
 
On the contrary, China, always 

considered authoritarian by its 
western counterparts, has received 
applause for its determination of 
reducing carbon dioxide emission 
and investing in renewable energy 
globally. China model has shown 
its vitality and effectiveness that 
even pushed Francis Fukuyama to 
rethink his famous conclusion that 
“democracy will constitute the ‘end 
point of mankind's ideological 
evolution’ and the ‘final form of 
human government,’ and as such 
constituted the ‘end of history.’” 
 
In July, President of China Xi 
Jinping inspected a rural 
community in Inner Mongolia 
Autonomous Region. He praised 
local leaders and villagers for 
developing environment-friendly 
economy to lift themselves out of 
poverty.  
 
“Lucid waters and lush mountains 
are invaluable assets.” This 
sentence was firstly pronounced by 
Xi Jinping when he was Secretary 
of Communist Party of China (CPC) 
Fujian Committee in 2005, and the 
same concept was reemphasized 
by him in 2013 as President of 
China. Now this slogan has 
become a guiding principle for the 

Party and Chinese government 
when dealing with environmental 
issues.  
 
Reasonable scientists agree that 
those advanced industrial 
countries, mostly democratic, 
should bear the major 
responsibilities for their early 
pollution in the past centuries and 
outsourcing manufacturing to the 
third world countries now.  As 
Peter Burnell wrote in his book 
Democracy, Democratization and 
Climate Change: Complex 
Relationships, democracies could 
handle climate-change related 
issues effectively by respecting 
people’s desire for clean 
environment and the responsive, 
and an accountable government 
would act according to people’s 
concerns. In addition, the freedom 
of speech and media without 
censorship could mobilize citizens 
well and pressure the government 
to move forwards. 
 
However, the natural drawbacks 
associated with democracy are 
more overwhelming in terms of 
addressing urgent issues. The short
-termism, which refers to politicians 
only focusing on reelection and 
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policies that can “buy” more votes 
in a short period of time, the self-
referring decision-making, which 
encourages politicians to ignore 
externalities unrelated to their 
constituencies, and the powerful 
interest groups and other natures 
of democracy, often make those 
countries fail to act. Together with 
abstract theories, abundant 
empirical and statistical evidence 
also demonstrate this intractable 
problem. Hugh Ward, a political 
statistician, used a statistical 
approach to test if the 
characteristics of liberal 
democracy can increase 
government’s ability to handle 
environmental issues. The 
surprising result suggests that 
supportive public opinion and 
the “strength of green parties or 
the openness of the party system” 
has insignificant effect on 
government’s ability, and the 
presidential systems even has a 
negative impact on environmental 
quality. 
 
Economically and politically 
speaking, China and the United 
States are the two most powerful 
countries that people normally 
think have the greatest intelligent 
and financial resources to deal 
with climate change. However, the 
significant difference in their 
political systems accounts for their 
varied performance. 
The conservative faction in 
American politics has been the 
major opposition to the positive 
actions on climate change. Even 
though the majority of the public 

had reached a consensus that 
global warming was an urgent 
issue and supported regulations 
imposed on industries, the United 
States Senate passed Senate 
Resolution 98 preventing the 
government to force corporations 
to cut their green house emissions. 
Later in 2001, President George W. 

Bush canceled any plans to reduce 
carbon dioxide emission for U.S. 
power plants and withdrew the 
country from signing the Kyoto 
Protocol. Now the Trump 
administration has an even more 
passive attitude towards 
environmental protection. He is 
seeking to further cut America’s 
investment in renewable energy. 
An official from the U.S. Energy 
Department said they were 
expecting 70% fall in their fund 
under President Donald Trump’s 
fiscal 2020 budget request. 
America’s separation of power has 
obstructed the country to take 
more decisive steps. Professor 
B.W. Daynes, who focused on 
environmental policy and political 
science, said that “jurisdiction over 
environmental affairs has been 

divided between the major 
institutions of government.” The 
tension between two parties 
hinders any meaningful bill to be 
passed in the House of 
Representative or Senate. Since 
the 1970s, the Supreme Court has 
become “permanent players in 
environmental policymaking.” 

Therefore, judges’ personal 
preference may influence the 
final decision. Additionally, 
under the federal system, 
states have considerable 
independence, so they might 
not implement the policies 
designed by the federal 
government.  
 
Compared to the United 
States, China apparently has 
more ambition and 

determination to reduce pollution 
and slow down climate change. 
Last year, China publicized a new 
three-year “green” plan to address 
environmental issues. “[It] has 
made a voluntary commitment to 
reduce the emissions intensity of 
its economic activity by 40–45% by 
2020.” Beyond all doubt, China is 
taking the lead in investing 
renewable energy. In 2017, China 
invested over $44bn compared to 
$32bn in 2016. In Kenya, the newly 
constructed Solar Photo-Voltaic 
(PV) plant funded by China is 
expected to generate tens of 
Gigawatt every year. Projects 
similar to this are proliferating in 
Africa, lifting millions of people out 
of energy poverty. Socialism with 
Chinese Characteristics, or China 
Model, has proven its success in 
addressing environmental 
problems and contributing to the 
sustainable development of the 
world. The originality and creativity 
of Chinese politics provide the 
fundamental mechanism for all 
levels of governments to pay close 
attention to the environment in 
their jurisdiction. In the late 1970s, 
in order to stimulate economic 
growth, regional officials were 
granted sufficient flexibility to 
develop their economies and 
would be awarded by promotion 
or other benefits if they 
maintained high growth rate and 
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stability. Therefore, “key officials see 
themselves as both government 
administrators and entrepreneurs,” 
as stated by Dr. Kenneth Lieberthal, 
a noted expert on China and the 
director of the John L. Thornton 
China Center of Brookings 
Institution, in a report on Chinese 
governing system. Tourism usually 
constitutes a huge portion of 
revenue. The profit that tourism-
related activities can incentivize 
them to pay close attention to the 
environment and compete with 
other officials in tackling 
environmental problems. The 
central government retains its 
authority by punishing failing 
officials and promoting successful 
ones. In general, the Chinese 
political system allows governments 
to effectively design and implement 
environmental policies by keeping 
officials at each level highly 
disciplined and motivated.  
(President Xi attended the annual 
Arbor Day along with other Political 
Bureau members and primary 
school students) 
Transferring current 
business function to a more 
sustainable one is never a 
light task, for it involves too 
many actors and touches 
too much interests. The 
political design in China 
makes it advantageous to 
overcome those difficulties, 
and it is open to share its 
experiences and resources. 
The only way out toward 
international cooperation is 
to put down ideological hostility 
toward China and build a 
community with a shared future for 
mankind.   
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By Pui Kin and Haiwen Luo 

 

Humans have been largely 
disrupting the biosphere since the 
industrialisation by deforestation, 
oil drilling, air pollution, overfishing, 
urbanisation, etc. Our insatiable 
hunger for resources has destroyed 
the habitat of millions of species, 
resulting in 1,000 times higher than 
normal extinction rate of species. 
We now reached the warmest 
period with the highest CO2 
concentration over the past 
400,000 years. The continuously 
rising temperature, caused by 
increasing greenhouse gases 

emission, will result in more 
fluctuating weather and more 
frequent extreme weather, 
threatening human societies 
deeply.  
“Ocean will rise, and kingdoms will 
fall.” We are risking our civilization 
for short-term profit. Environmental 
activists are relentless to raise 
awareness and promote actions. 
Many international conferences on 
climate change have been trying to 
reach a common attitude toward 
environmental protection and 
assign binding duties to each 
member country. The Paris 
Agreement, signed by 175 

nationals, was another attempt to 
control the temperature rise, 
aiming to limit the increase to 1.5 
degrees Celsius compared to the 
pre-industrial level. A more 
sustainable development is the only 
way to save our future and benefit 
the younger generation. However, 
the progress is not favourable to 
some politicians. President Trump 
said in 2017 that the US would 
cease all implementation of the 
non-binding Paris Agreement. It 
seems that international 
cooperation is facing a failing fate. 
The difficulty of enforcing 
agreements and protocols 
resembles a well-known concept 
called “collective action” by Mancur 
Olson. In fact, he stated that 
“Incentives separate from the good 
being sought, rational actors will 
not necessarily act collectively to 
achieve a common good that they 
all have an interest in obtaining.” 
Even if the theory presents a 
pessimistic view on the matter, the 
surprising success of Montreal 
Protocol on ozone depletion and 
the Mediterranean Action Plan 
shed light to the future of 
international coordination, which 
demonstrates that collective action 
is possible if certain conditions are 
met. A relatively small group size is 
one of the most important 
elements of success. Research on 
business management shows that a 
smaller group size can significantly 
reduce free rider problem and 
increase productivity. Besides these, 
common interest and shared vision 
can also facilitate the cooperation.  
In the twentieth-first century, China, 
as the leading developing country, 
is playing a proactive role in terms 
of building international 
partnerships. The Belt and Road 
Initiative (BRI) is perhaps President 
Xi’s most famous proposal on 
international cooperation. It is a 
massive global program aiming 
principally at improving inter-
connectivity between countries in 
Asia and beyond, inspired by the 
ancient Silk Road. As the special 
envoy of President Xi, Vice Premier 
Liu He addressed at the World 
Economic Forum’s Annual Meeting 
in Davos last year, emphasizing 

 

“The overall investments in BRI 

are expected to hit around $4 

trillion, ranging from private 

sources, dedicated funds, to 

multilateral development 

banks.” 
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that reducing pollution was one of 
China’s main strategic goals as it 
pursued this initiative.  
BRI entails multiple aspects of 
collaboration and integrates 
environmental cooperation into 
regional trade and commerce 
entity, which provides economic 
benefits as incentives to stimulate 
environmental protection. 
President Xi has offered strong 
supportive policies and many 
financial institutions have involved 
in the BRI to fund “green” projects. 
The Asian Infrastructure 
Investment Bank (AIIB), a 
multilateral development bank 
with a mission to improve social 
and economic outcomes in Asia, 
was founded to provide financial 
support for sustainable 
infrastructure in BRI countries. In 
November 2018, AIIB invested USD 
210 million in Benban, Egypt to tap 
its solar energy potential, which 
was AIIB’s first project outside Asia. 
Roads co-financed by AIIB in 
Madhya Pradesh, India help 
connect about 1.5 million isolated 
people to markets, schools, and 
vital economic and social activities. 
The overall investments in BRI are 
expected to hit around $4 trillion, 
ranging from private sources, 
dedicated funds, to multilateral 
development banks. These 
monetary resources are especially 
valuable for African countries to 
develop renewable energy. 
In 2017, China launched the 
Environmental Risk Management 
Initiative for China’s Overseas 
Investment, and in the same year 
$2.15 billion of the BRI green 
bonds has been issued to finance 
renewable energy, low-carbon and 
low-emission transport, energy 
efficiency and management of 
sustainable water resource 
projects. In 2018, the Green 
Finance Committee of China 
Society for Finance and Banking 
and the City of London’s Green 
Finance Initiative jointly launched 
the Green Investment Principles 
for the Belt and Road (GIP). As of 
the end of June 2019, 29 global 
institutions have signed up to the 
GIP, including all major Chinese 
banks engaged in the BRI region 

and some of the 
largest financial 
institutions from the 
UK, France, Germany, 
etc. GIP’s investors 
have strong 
commitment to 
sustainability and their 
social responsibility for 
the developing world, 
and they gives better 
access co-financing 
green projects in the 
rapidly growing Belt 
and Road region. 
Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, 
one of sub-Saharan 
Africa’s first light-rail 
lines, financed and 
built largely by China, 
opened in 2015. 
  The Belt and Road 
Initiative covers a wide 
array of cooperation 
between China and 
other countries who 
share the same vision 
and goal, seeking 
mutual development 
and win-win outcomes. 
It learns from past 
experiences and sets 
up a blueprint for 
future.   
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An EU-Wide 

Carbon Tax: 

Green, Social 

Lucrative and 

International 

All at Once 

 

By Phillip Horster 

 

Climate change cannot be tackled 
by individual countries, rather, 
international solutions are 
necessary for an effective response 
to this ever-growing crisis. An EU-
wide carbon tax can tick the four 
most important boxes all in one: 
green, socially acceptable, 
economically lucrative and 
international. Furthermore, it can 
give Europe a pioneering role in 
the creation of the economy of the 
future: a green economy. 
 

It is no news that Western Europe is 
experiencing the warmest summer 
ever measured. However, it is 
important to note that these record
-breaking temperatures are not a 
unique phenomena, since in 
Western Europe weather records 
were also broken in 2003, 2015, 
2018. This clearly visible 
accumulation of “record summers” 
is a trend which climate experts do 
not see to reverse anytime soon. 
Yet, critics, particularly the climate 
change deniers of the populist right 
in Europe, question the link 
between these weather records 
and climate change as weather in 
the short run may not be 
influenced by the climate. Even 
though for once their opinion 
coincides with that of 
meteorologists and climate 
scientists, one could suggest that 
this stance is taken because it suits 
their agenda. Regardless, they are 
still missing the big picture. 
Weather may not be an indicator 
of a changing climate in the short 
run, but it surely is in the long run. 
Contrary to critics’ opinion, climate 
change will undoubtedly and 
dramatically affect the future of 

Earth and endanger humans’ future 
on it. What is worse is that these 
rising temperatures are a result of 
human actions which constantly 
increase worldwide CO2 emissions. 
The fact that this is a human-
induced crisis means that we have 
the duty to do our best to reduce 
the CO2 emissions to a point 
where the planet can recover from 
the surplus of greenhouse gases in 
the atmosphere. The equation is 
simple: all methods to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, ranging 
from developing carbon dioxide 
removal (CDR) technologies to 
more simply proliferating 
afforestation, have to be promoted 
in order to absorb more 
greenhouse gases in the 
atmosphere than are produced by 
the ecosystem and most gravely by 
humans.  
 
On the one hand, this entails 
investing in CDR technologies and 
urging the international community 
not only to protect forests but to 
incentivise reforestation nationally. 
On the other hand, it more 
generally necessitates a drastic 
reduction of CO2 emissions 
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through a more energy-efficient 
economy and society. To this end, 
European countries can be 
pioneers in the creation of a 
green economy through 
measures such as but not limited 
to:  
investing heavily in research and 
innovation that focus on 
technologies that increase the 
efficiency and decrease the costs 
of renewable energies (i.e. 
enforcing the decentralisation of 
energy production through 
subsidising solar roof systems), 
reducing the waste of energy in 
production chains (possible with 
KI, for instance), improving 
recycling networks (i.e. deposit 
systems for glass and plastic 
bottles), 
allowing high degrees of mobility 
(preferably) without emitting any 
CO2 (like building charging 
station networks and subsidising 
train tickets).  
 
These suggestions may 
sound ambitious, and they 
are. Yet, the creation of 
green economies will 
sooner or later be inevitable 
for all nations if they want 
to preserve this planet not 
for seven generations (as a 
Native American principle 
for decision-making goes) 
but for hundreds and thousands 
to come. By being a pioneer in 
this field, Europe can develop a 
comparative advantage over 
other economies; here we are 
ticking the first box, the 
“economically lucrative” one.  
 
The question that inevitably 
follows any ambitious investment 
programme is: how can it be 
financed? For this specific case, 
can the European governments 
finance it without taking money 
from other budgetary 
commitments, particularly social 
ones? The proposed answer here 
is a EU-wide, socially acceptable, 
carbon tax. 
 
The concept of a carbon tax 
originates almost a century ago. It 

is one of the oldest ideas when it 
comes to tacking the problem of 
pollution. Simply put, a carbon tax 
is supposed to tax the amount of 
CO2 emitted, targeting emissions 
of all sorts, going from cooking 
and heating in homes, to 
companies’ production, and even 
to transport emissions (i.e. driving 
cars, trucks, trains or flying planes 
from A to B). Given that the 
amount of CO2 emitted when 
burning a certain amount of coal, 
petrol, oil or natural gas is a 
physical constant, calculating the 
emissions of each ton of coal or 
litre of petrol burnt is not difficult 
which keeps the bureaucratic 
expenditure low. The tax money 
earned could be directly invested 
into creating the green economy 
mentioned above–and not just 
that, it would solve one of the 
biggest negative externalities of 
our time, since the imposed costs 

on society through pollution, 
would finally be borne by those 
polluting. Here is the tick for the 
“green” component of this 
initiative. 
 
There are still two concerns left to 
address which are often raised in 
relation to carbon taxes. Firstly, a 
country that imposes a carbon tax 
automatically puts its own 
economy into a disadvantaged 
position since both businesses 
and private persons have to pay a 
tax which others do not, thereby 
driving up production costs and 
decreasing the country’s 
competitiveness. However, this 
changes if such tax is applied in 
the whole EU with the same tax 
rate. Suddenly, on average 63% 
of trade, which is the share of 

trade within the EU Single Market 
compared to the trade volume of 
all EU member states, is done with 
a country that imposes the same 
carbon tax with the same tax rate. 
Additionally, the biggest 
advantage of the EU Single 
Market also applies to this case. In 
trade negotiations, the economic 
power of the EU can help  
imposing a similar taxes to other 
countries on all products that they 
export to the EU (what they do 
with the money collected can be 
up to them). Thus, it becomes 
evident that this must be a pan-
European measure, 
simultaneously being pro-
European. 
 
Last but not least, the Gilets 
Jaunes Movement in France did 
have a point: any carbon tax must 
be socially acceptable so that it 
does not threaten the livelihood 
of the deprived. The pressure that 
such tax would impose on certain 
groups of people should 
therefore be either decreased 
significantly or taken away 
completely. To give a few 
examples: employees with long 
distances to work and small 
businesses should receive 
compensations for a tax, which 
can be in form of a free annual 
ticket for public transport or 
meaningful subsidies to install a 
solar system on the roof of the 
business. Council residents 
citizens receiving other social 
benefits as well as employees with 
a wage below a certain amount 
should be excluded of such tax. 
 
In light of political confusion and 
missing direction, leading the 
world towards a green economy 
can be a strategy Europe can 
combine with its progressive 
values. The EU and its leading 
member states simply need to 
show that they are serious about 
it and that it can catalyse 
economic progress instead of 
harming it. A green, socially 
acceptable, economically lucrative 
and international carbon tax can 
show exactly that. 

 

 

“Any carbon tax must be 

socially acceptable so that 

it does not threaten the 

livelihood of the deprived.” 
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Two Record-

Breaking 

Heatwaves 

Roll in: Can 

Europe do  

Anything  

Other Than 

Sweat?  

 

By Valeria Sinisi Garcia  

 

Western Europe is a very popular 
destination for the three hot 
months of June, July and August. 
Summer here is normally warm but 
pleasant, which attracts a lot of 
tourists from all over the world. 
However, this year the weather 
hasn’t been as amia-
ble. Throughout June and July, the 
continent has witnessed not one, 
but two severe heatwaves. France 
and the Netherlands recorded 
their highest temperatures yet 
(45.9C and 40.7C respectively). 
Wildfires and deaths are amongst 
the effects of these devastating 
heatwaves.  
 

The World Meteorological Organi-
sation (WMO) has stated that these 
extreme temperatures are directly 
linked to climate change. There is 
scientific consensus that the envi-
ronmental degradation our planet 
is suffering is 
caused by the 
increase of 
greenhouse gas 
emissions within 
our atmosphere. 
It has been made 
clear by experts 
in the scientific 
field that these 
emissions, espe-
cially of carbon 
dioxide, have to significantly de-
crease to restore the natural cli-
mate of the Earth.  
 
These alarming heatwaves are of-
ten compared to the one wit-
nessed in 2003, which was ex-
tremely fatal for the European con-
tinent. It should have been a wake-
up call about the effects of the cli-
mate crisis, therefore making sure 
that policies were implemented to 
stop environmental degradation. 
However, the only measures taken 
were concerned with making sure 
that if this phenomenon should 
recur, the number of fatalities 
would be much lower (15,000 in 
2003 and 15 since June). These 
turned out to be effective in their 
predetermined purpose, but the 
initial problem is still present be-
cause there was no great Europe-
an response towards it. It is now 

very clear that this has to change. 
 
No significant political action or 
effect has emerged following the 
first heatwave in June, and as this 
second one passes we wait for the 

European 
governments 
to 
acknowledge 
this phenom-
enon and its 
cause, which 
could make 
up for the 
inaction of 
2003.  
 

In the 16 years since the last heat-
wave of this calibre, awareness and 
acceptance about the climate crisis 
has exponentially grown (just re-
cently have countries started to 
declare a state of climate emer-
gency). Celebrities speaking out 
about it, youth climate strikes and 
sustainable options for most mun-
dane products are the norm. How-
ever, it’s still not enough, as carbon 
dioxide levels in the atmosphere 
stay at all-time highs.  
 
Scientists keep stressing the fact 
that we need a greater effort to 
fight climate change, but it seems 
as though these warnings are un-
heard. What our planet needs are 
serious bureaucratic changes that 
prioritise the needs of the environ-
ment. This heatwave, which is a 
perfect example of the episodes 
which are to become more fre-
quent if nothing is done, might just 
be the push that we have needed 
to respond to climate change in 
the way it demands and deserves 
to. We can no longer afford to ig-
nore these signs that we have to 
act because we can no longer ex-
pect that the effects of climate 
change are part of a distant fu-
ture.  
 
As already mentioned, public re-
sponse to climate change has im-
proved significantly in recent years. 
We have seen the rise of a very 
young demographic striking across 
the whole world following young 

“Scientists keep stressing 

the fact that we need a 

greater effort to fight  

climate change but it 

seems as though these 

warnings are unheard.” 
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Swedish activist Greta Thunberg, 
showing their leaders and repre-
sentatives that they want climate 
justice. Up until now, Greta seems 
to be the only one responding to 
the heatwaves; from the 20th to 
the 27th of September she will be 
leading a strike, which is thought 
become a historical event, not on-
ly directed towards young stu-
dents, but to everyone. Adults are 
pledging to stay out of their offic-
es, shops and classrooms to show 
politicians that we want them to 
take serious action towards the 
climate crisis.  
Another example of this exact be-
haviour happened just after the 
new Prime Minister of the U.K. was 
declared; Tory Boris Johnson was 
stopped by Greenpeace protesters 
on his way to Buckingham Palace. 
Their message was simple: 
“Climate Emergency”. Even 
though the U.K. has declared a 
state of Climate Emergency earlier 
this year, it can be seen in John-
son’s agenda that the climate crisis 
is not one of the main points for 
him and his Administration.  
 
Politicians operating at such high 
levels should undoubtedly be pre-
occupied with the wellbeing of 
their people, however, how can 
they ensure this if they aren’t even 
ensuring the wellbeing of our en-
vironment and of our planet? Ac-
tivists demand them to respond to 
this climate crisis, but how? There 
are two possible courses of action 
(although ultimately and evidently 
only one is the correct option): 
mitigation and adaptation. Imple-
menting policies of adaptation, as 
some countries are currently do-
ing, does not directly nor effec-
tively solve the situation we have 
created. One can’t help but won-
der whether these governments 
have been properly informed 
about the effects of the climate 
crisis as this is, without any doubt, 
not a viable long-term option. It is 
true that as of now we do need to 
prepare for a certain degree of 
adaptation to the new climate, yet 
it cannot be our only response to 
the problem. We need to mitigate, 
and to do so we will have to 

change the way we do everything; 
luckily advances in technology 
show that this isn’t impossible. 
 
As temperatures across the conti-
nent become stable again, sum-
mer in Europe will continue. For 
some, these two heatwaves will 
become another memory of the 
season, however others, the ones 
who are most alarmed and aware 
about their significance and the 
ones who have been the most 
affected by the extreme heat, 
won’t let it go so easily. They can 
be considered as a very strong 
sign that climate change cannot 
be avoided. Furthermore, it’s been 
predicted that we will see heat like 
this more frequently. Scientist Dim 
Coumou has stated that the melt-
ing Arctic sea ice due to this ex-
treme weather is affecting atmos-
pheric circulation, which in turn 
makes heat more likely. We can 
only hope that the voice of the 
ones who care is loud enough.  
 

Fighting  

Climate 

Change in  

Europe: Are 

Marches 

Enough?  

 

By Maya Warakaulle 

 

Solar panels, electric cars and 
changing diets; these are all exam-
ples of how we are becoming in-
creasingly willing to change our 
lifestyles to counter the looming 
threat of global warming. The 
most visible manifestation of this 
shift in attitudes is, of course, the 
climate marches that have oc-
curred in numerous major Euro-
pean cities throughout the last two 
years, and in many other parts of 
the world too.  
 

Remarkably, these marches seem 
to be an initiative launched pre-
dominately by the younger mem-
bers of the European population, 
who are becoming increasingly 
vocal about their concerns regard-
ing the future of climate change 
and the lack of political will to re-
spond to it. Despite this proactivity 
and determination of Europe's 
young people, one cannot help 
but wonder whether these lauda-
ble efforts have actually produced 
tangible results in the battle 
against climate change.   
The roots of this increasingly wide-
spread European movement can 
be traced back to a young Swe-
dish activist, Greta Thunberg. At 
the start of the 2018 academic 
year, frustrated by the lack of ur-
gency given to the issue of climate 
change by politicians, she decided 
to draw attention to the issue by 
going on strike every Friday of the 
year. Her aim was simple: raise 
awareness regarding the serious-
ness of climate change and de-
nounce Europe’s leadership for 
failing to understand the gravity of 
the situation. Her determination to 
continue these weekly strikes for 
such a long time and her resilience 
in the face of criticism has brought 
her both international fame and a 
nomination for the Nobel Peace 
Prize.  
 
Inspired by Greta, thousands of 
European youths have since orga-
nized subsequent marches and 
strikes to show their support and 
continue to raise their fears about 
the passivity of those in power. 
Indeed, most major European cit-
ies, including London, Paris, Brus-
sels and Madrid saw their streets 
filled with students demanding 
immediate change in political pri-
orities.  
 
These climate strikes and marches 
may be commendable, but are 
they leading to real changes in 
European politics and legislation? 
The answer is both yes and no.  
 
With 888 regions in up to 16 coun-
tries having declared a climate 
emergency, there is a clear sense 

54 



 

  

       Europe 

  KCL Politics Society 

 

that individual jurisdictions are 
aware of the severity of the situa-
tion we now face. Unfortunately, 
recognizing the present environ-
mental issues as proper emergen-
cies may be only a small step in 
the right direction. In fact, for the 
moment, it has still not yielded any 
tangible outcomes. Will it there-
fore remain no more than an 
empty gesture? For the time be-
ing, all such a declaration does is 
force the regions to produce plans 
for future policies, meaning that 
there is no guarantee that they will 
be implemented within a rapid 
enough timeframe to counter the 
effects of climate change we are 
already experiencing.  
 
Additionally to individual regions 
becoming increasingly aware of 
the dangers of climate change, 
there also appears to be a more 
widespread shift in political out-
look. Indeed, green political parties 
across Europe have gained some 
success in recent elections, with 
their number of seats in the Euro-
pean Parliament rising from 52 to 
75. They are therefore currently 
the fourth biggest party in Parlia-
ment; a change that has been 
called the “Green Wave”.  
  
Currently, the EU’s official stance 
on climate change remains fo-
cused on achieving results by 
2030. By this time, Member States 
should aim to have reduced their 
greenhouse gas emissions by 40%, 

increased their use of renewable 
energy by 32% and have obtained 
at least a 32.5% improvement in 
energy efficiency. Inspired by the 
outcries for concrete action, some 
EU member states have gone a 
step further and signed a state-
ment: they are pushing for a new 
European-wide policy that would 
force all member states to commit 
to becoming entirely carbon neu-
tral by 2050 and dedicate 25% of 
the EU’s budget to tackling climate 
change and its effects. If passed, 
this would be one of the most sig-
nificant steps forward in tackling 
global warming, as it would even 
prevent the EU from investing in 
projects likely to generate CO2 
emissions. In addition to citing the 
increase in forest fires and heat 
waves on the continent, politicians 
claim to have been directly 
spurred on by Greta Thunberg 
and the subsequent marches, thus 
proving that this activism can lead 
to action.  
 
Unfortunately, this does not mean 
that there will necessarily be tangi-
ble policy changes any time soon. 
It might be encouraging to see 
such proposals being made within 
the EU, but the statement still only 
has the support of eight out of 
twenty-eight members and some 
of the EU’s most influential states 
are still missing - like Germany for 
example. Most of the member 
states who refuse to back the new 
proposal point to fears of the 

damage it might cause to their 
economies and negative social 
repercussions which it may gener-
ate, a fear only exacerbated by the 
recent “Yellow Vest” protests in 
France. Others also declare that 
there are more pressing domestic 
matters, as highlighted by newly 
elected UK Prime Minister Boris 
Johnson, who has stated his top 
three priorities as being “delivering 
Brexit, uniting the country and de-
feating Jeremy Corbyn”, none of 
which are even remotely linked to 
climate change. Lastly, it is key to 
note that almost every European 
country is set to miss their emis-
sion reduction targets as set out at 
the Paris Agreements in 2016. 
Hence, even despite persisting 
climate marches, rising activism 
and demand for the proposal to 
be accepted, it remains unlikely 
that any impressive results will be 
delivered soon.  
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Fridays for 

Future 
By Ottavia Conte Pastorella 

 

Getting informed on the topic is 

just the first step in the fight 

against Climate Change. Being 

directly committed to the cause 

is the following one. In this inter-

view with Carlotta Reviglio, ac-

tive member of the Movement 

‘Fridays for Future’ in the Italian 

branch of Turin. We will explore 

how a young person, like a stu-

dent, can help in making the  

difference. 

Carlotta is a 19-year-old student 

of International Relations at the 

University of Turin, Italy. She, as 

many other youths around the 

world, began to actively engage 

with the Climate Change issue 

by joining one of the many and 

most popular movements that 

are trying to raise awareness 

among the public. 

 

 

 

Can you tell us a little bit more 

about Fridays for Future as a  

movement? 

 

Fridays for Future is an interna-
tional movement, inspired by pre-
vious Swedish protests. 
One needs to bear in mind, in my 
opinion, that no-one ‘founded’ 
this movement, and it does not 
have a well-defined leadership. It 
is not a centralised group. Most 
importantly, it was borne out of 
the spontaneous and genuine 
preoccupation of people in re-
gards to the Climate Change is-
sue. These ideals firstly began to 
spread in Europe, and then they 
reached almost every continent in 
the world. But it was a natural pro-
cess, and it did not involve any 
kind of lucrative marketing. The 
movement is now active in almost 
every European city, and every 
group is entirely taken care of by 
local youths. Since the movement 
started to gain attention, regional 
and national groups were created 
in order to better collaborate be-
tween different groups.  
 

 
What is your role in the  

movement? 

 

First of all I must make clear that 
FFF is definitely not a hierarchical 
movement. Every person that 
shows interest towards the prob-
lem of Climate Change is auto-
matically involved in our projects, 
and can therefore act directly as 
an active member of the group. 
Personally, apart from helping to 
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organize the group’s main activi-
ties, I am also a member of the 
redaction that, every Friday, pub-
lishes articles in a section of 
‘Corriere della Sera’, one of Italy’s 
most prominent journals. Moreo-
ver, I am part of the social-media 
committee of the group, whose 
aim is to keep people informed 
about the latest news on Climate 
issues.  
 
Who can take part in FFF? 

 

Absolutely every person showing 
interest in the matter. We have 
two main means to communicate 
in the movement: a ‘Whatsapp’ 
and a ‘Discord’ group. Both of 
them can be easily accessed by  
whoever wants to help us organ-
ize our events just by following the 
link to these platforms, which can 
be found on our Instagram page 
‘Fridays for Future Turin’.  There is 
no fee to pay in order to be a 
member of the organization, nor a 
membership card. The idea is that 
once you engage with these issues 
you keep working until your voice 
is finally heard. We are a very 
democratic group that lays its 
foundation just on the participa-
tion of the people who are a part 
of it. Therefore, I considered it as a 
very open group and a fantastic 
environment to meet people.  
 
Why did you personally choose to 

take part in the organization? As 

a full-time student in university I 

imagine you already have a lot to 

deal with, doesn’t it take away 

too much of your already limited 

free time?  

 

I have to say I have always been 
interested in environmental issues. 
Starting from the everyday-life 
little things like recycling, which 
wasn't important enough in my 
family previously, I was very active 
about the issue on my own 
seemed completely pointless until 
I learned about Fridays for Future. 
Then my engagement began to 
be more serious, in a way. The 
movement was already quite ac-
tive at the time, and that encour-
aged me to follow their events 

with enough constancy. However, 
it has not been an easy process, as 
you correctly pointed out. As a 
newly founded movement, we 
spent a lot of time transferring our 
events from the local area to the 
regional or even national one. 
This, indeed, has taken a lot of 
time out of every member’s life. 
But it is something that we do 
gladly most of the time, as it 
proves that our work is not mean-
ingless and that if we keep on go-
ing this way, we will eventually 
reach our goals. Of course no one 
in the movement is expected to 
do more than he or she actually 
can do. You need to find a bal-
ance between your personal life 
and your participation to the 
group, otherwise it would be really 
hard for the members to always 
be effectively active.  
 
What kind of events do you or-

ganize as a group? 

 

We mainly focus on marches, 
strikes, and protests. However, we 
do try to widen the range of top-
ics we protest and strike for. For 
example, once we planned a daily 
protest with a special focus on the 
‘Fast Fashion’ issue. In that con-
text, we managed to organize a 
huge clothes-swap that has prov-
en to be very successful from the 
participants’ point of view. Anoth-
er thing we do is getting in con-
tact with specific association and 
follow their seminars on for exam-
ple the most scientific sides of the 
Climate Change issue, mostly for 
what concerns technological inno-
vations and study on particular 
areas of interest. We also help 
spread the word on such events, 
and try to make the process of 
raising interest the easiest possi-
ble.  
One of the most common events 
we organize is what we call “the 
Trash Challenge”. The goal of this 
game is to pick up as much trash 
as you can from the ground and 
put it in apposite containers. It 
may sound a little basic, but this is 
actually very successful and we 
constantly encourage people to 
do it in their everyday-life or on 
holiday too. We try to link the 

amusement of a challenge to a 
useful activity, and I must say that 
this is working out pretty well.  
We also protest by occupying cer-
tain public spaces in some deter-
mined occasion, though this has 
turned out to be unsuccessful 
sometimes when it came to the 
authorities’ reaction. But we still 
do try hard, and hopefully one 
day they will recognise the signifi-
cance of our actions.  
 
How can people make sure that 

they are always updated on what 

you organize and the matters 

you fight for? 

 

It is very simple. One just needs to 
follow our Instagram and Face-
book pages, where we always 
show what we are engaged with 
at the moment. Depending on 
where you live, you just need to 
type in “Fridays for Future_” and 
the city, region or nation that in-
terests your person. 
 
Do you have any contacts with 

other international organization? 

For example, Extinction  

Rebellion among others? 

 

Yes, we do. We organize a lot of 
protests and strikes together with 
Extinction Rebellion in Turin, but it 
mostly depends on the city or ar-
ea you live in, I guess. In fact, 
sometimes they are just consid-
ered as two separate things 
fighting for the same goal, but 
collaboration between the two is 
often considered as not necessary. 
We have had numerous contacts 
with international association like 
WWF too, and we always try to 
have as many as possible, mostly 
when it comes to very specific are-
as of interest. Under certain cir-
cumstances, this gives our move-
ment a greater ‘authority’ to act. It 
also helps in making the name of 
the movement known to more 
people, and if they recognize that 
they are interested in what we are 
fighting for, they join it. 
 
Are there any particularly im-

portant events that one should 

attend in your group schedule? 
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Yes, definitely. We are organizing a 
global strike together with all the oth-
er international movements in Sep-
tember. The exact date will depend 
on where you live, and I really invite 
anyone who is interested to check the 
one of his or her country! I know Eng-
land is striking on the 20th of Sep-
tember, whereas Spain, Greece and 
New Zealand will march on the 27th, 
as Italy will. My branch is also organ-
izing a ‘Strike Week’ beginning on the 
20th of September, which will be full 
of relevant events and activities relat-
ed to the Climate Change topic. We 
really believe that participating in 
such events is the best way to raise 
awareness between people of all ages 
and we really look forward it!  
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“Twenty-fie years ago, people could be excused for not knowing much, or  

doing much, about climate change. Today, we have no choice.” - Desmond Tutu 


